T9% TEM NO. 102 COURT NO. 3 SECTI ON 1|

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

CRI M NAL APPEAL NO(s). 421 OF 2000

CHI LI PI CHETTY RAMULU Appel | ant (s)

VERSUS

STATE OF A P. Respondent ( s)

(Wth office report )

Date: 23/02/2006 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. N. AGRAWAL

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE A K. MATHUR

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE DALVEER BHANDARI
For Appell ant(s) Ms. Pooja N CGupta, Adv.

Ms. Bi na Madhavan, Adv.
M. S. Udaya Kumar Sagar, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. P Vinay Kumar, Adv.

Ms. Sneha Bhaskaran, Adv.

Ms.D. Bharathi Reddy, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng

ORDER

Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

The appeal is allowed in part and while wupholding the
convi ction of

the appellant, the sentence of inprisonnment awarded against himis reduced to the

peri od al ready undergone.



[ Charanjeet Kaur ] [ On Prakas

h]
Court Master Court Mast
er
[ 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. 421 OF 2000
Chilipichetty Ranulu .. Appel | ant (s)
Ver sus
State of A P. .. Respondent ( s)
ORDER
Heard | earned counsel for the parties.
The sole appellant was convi cted by the trial Court under
Section 306 of t he I ndi an Penal Code and sent enced to under go

rigorous inprisonnment for a period of three years and to pay a fine of

Rs. 1,000/-, in default, to undergo further inprisonnent for a period

of three nmont hs. On appeal bei ng preferred, t he Sessi ons Court

confirned t he conviction and sentence awar ded agai nst t he

appel lant. Wen the matter was taken to the Hi gh Court in revision

the conviction has been confirnmed but the sentence of inprisonnent

has been reduced fromthree years to two years. Hence, this appea

by special |eave.

Lear ned counsel appeari ng on behal f of t he appel | ant first



tried to persuade us that the present case is a case of acquittal but

havi ng gone through the records, we are of the view

.2/ -

t hat t he Hi gh Court has confirned t he convi ction of t he appel | ant

upon consi deration of evidence and it is not possible to interfere with

the sane. Lear ned counsel next contended that the appell ant has

remai ned in cust ody for nor e t han a year, as such t he sent ence

i mprisonment awarded agai nst himshould be reduced to the period

al ready undergone, especially when he is having a small notherless

child. In the facts and circunstances of the case, we are of the view

t hat ends of justice woul d be met in case t he sent ence of

i mpri sonnment awar ded agai nst the appellant is reduced to the period

al ready under gone.

The appeal is, accordi ngly, al | owed in part and whil e

uphol di ng t he convi ction of t he appel I ant, t he sent ence of

i mprisonment awarded against himis reduced to the period already

under gone.

[ A K MTHUR ]

of



[ DALVEER BHANDARI ]
NEW DELHI ,

FEBRUARY 23, 2006.



