| TEM NO. 9 COURT NO. 7 SECTI ON 1|

SUPREME COURT COF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).159/2008

(From the judgenent and order dated 16/05/2006 in CRLJA No. 709/2001 of
The HI GH COURT OF UTTARANCHAL AT NAI NI TAL)

OM PRAKASH Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF UTTARAKHAND Respondent ( s)
(Wth office report )
Date: 17/07/2008 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE A K. MATHUR
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE DALVEER BHANDARI

For Petitioner(s)
M. Subhash Sharma, Adv. (A C.)

For Respondent (s)
M . Abhay Prakash Sahay, Adv.
M. Jatinder Kumar Bhati a, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Leave granted.

Looking to the nature of the offence and the quantity of
contraband seized fromthe appellant, we think that ends of justice wll
be met by reducing the sentence of inprisonnent from?20 years to 12
years and that of fine from Rs.2,00,000/- (Rupees two lacs only) to
Rs. 1, 00, 000/ - (Rupees one lac only) and in default of payment of fine,
to further undergo inprisonnent for a period of another six nonths.

Wth the aforesaid nodification in the inpugned judgnent
and order, the appeal is disposed of in terns of the signed order.

(Sukhbir Paul Kaur) (Vi jay Dhawan)
Court Master Court Master
(Signed Order is placed on the file)
I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
CRI M NAL APPEAL NO 1112 OF 2008
(Arising out of SLP(Crl.)No.159 of 2008)
OM PRAKASH APPELLANT( S)

Ver sus

STATE OF UTTARAKHAND RESPONDENT( S)

We have heard | earned counsel for the parties.



Leave
gr ant ed.
Thi s appeal by special |leave is directed against the
j udgnent and order dated 16th May, 2006 passed by the High
Court of Uttaranchal at Nainital in Crinmnal Jail Appea
No. 709 of 2001 whereby the accused appellant was convicted
under Section 22 of the Narcotic Drugs and Psychotropic
Subst ances Act, 1985 and sentenced to 20 years’ rigorous
i mpri sonnment and fine of Rs.2,00,000/-. In default of
payment of fine, the accused was directed to undergo further

three years’ rigorous inprisonnent.
-2

Suffice it to say that prosecution has successfully
brought the conviction of the accused and we see no reason to
take a different view on the basis of the evidence | ed by the
prosecuti on.

However, |ooking to the nature of the offence and the
gquantity of contraband seized fromthe appellant, we think
that ends of justice will be net by reducing the sentence of
i mprisonnment from 20 years to 12 years and that of fine from
Rs. 2, 00, 000/ - (Rupees two lacs only) to Rs.1, 00, 000/-
(Rupees one lac only) and in default of payment of fine, to
further undergo inprisonnent for a period of another six
nont hs.

Wth the aforesaid nodification in the inpugned judgnent

and order, the appeal is disposed of.

.................. J.
(A K. MATHUR)

.................. J.
( DALVEER BHANDARI )

New Del hi ,
July 17, 2008



