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A Riedid €lal AdIHi 2419 dl A€ YSIE allH. ARAd &IYSIE &I MU SAIHI 2419d & 5 86. In short,
in our conclusions on objective assessment and evaluation of the factual and legal profile, in
this group of criminal appeals, a sentence of imprisonment for a period of less than minimum
with the help of proviso and in terms of the requirements and on proof of existence of special
and adequate reasons for a first offence, the Court is empowered and entitled to award less
than minimum sentence on finding accused guilty either by evidence or by raising "plea of
guilty" and judicial directions and prescription of special format contrary to the statutory
provisions as observed by us, hereinabove, are not binding and required to be followed for
recording the plea of guilty of accused and the proposition provided in three decisions relied on
by the State are not affirmed and approved by us t o the extent as stated above for the
elaborate reasons and factual matrix and legal profile given hereinabove and upon true and
correct interpretation and legislative intendments, forensic and jurisprudential exposition of the



relevant propositions of the said provisions of Bombay Prohibition Act in general and proviso to
Sections 66 and 85, so far as first

. AIH AR YsIEIHI MU 8AG [edlid dla Adl ARMIAIG MeUHURG ol &1 ol 21 Foll 412N
Aal Hoflxy Aox10fl 21U Bla dell e A4 s3] USRI dH sAdA B, A1H, A€ YsleHi wald &Ad
Riedia 1ol Adl dHy ARIUIAell M&HU IR dfofl &l Vial 241 1A U] €1al Adl ARMUIRA A1A 24911G |
USIR0ll 2foll 1A &ldIofl S &slsd 285 BUR ¥y AIdd] ol&d] el B ARIYIAell HUHUIRG 2ol &ldIg]
Hiofl A€ YsielHl uAUMd &Ad Ricdidal €10l A AHal A€ Fuofl 6518l €Il Al 211 S1A ARUIA 6192 &
al d=dlofl G dxy URRY] (AR eslsd cetdi def 241 sIA AR [Follda el yer 211e] A1 sl
GAla xeiid gl 241 513 (61 Yxoiofl §SH SHIG Q.

gsd

1. A€ s1A [5.U.Slsoll saH UR 8501 YIARURICISHH 1(1) 860 ARIU]A 100/- AW g8 AR - u AW
§d €S - voo/- SRSV DTRVIEEN RVE] agil sié Gaal Aelloll A0 s 10l SH S14i 419 B,
R. A€ SI1A A€ ARMRA URef HAA YalHId 243 %1 SIg dA2N19ofl §SH SAIHI A1 &1 dl SIR—IH AV IHi
119 & oAl A€ ARMIA WAL % A5S 284 56F SAIHI AIAA Bl d ASS WH AR VilAAI SAloll §SH
SRAIHI A1 & A8l ollol ARYGA HealHICGoll olI2 SWVloll §SH SAIHI AID B,

8SH AINRAY dl. 11 HIB FUAR] 013 oll A% dIs Aelcdal] Uaud A1 viedl AeIdai
gid] 2iciaid] @R sl

dl. 11/o/03
Ad.

(RA12.A4.41481)
RS A2 §22 sciA (D)
%% SIS of VY 0AURY



