x| TEM NO 47 COURT NO. 3 SECTI ON 1|

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).1324/2006

(From the judgenent and order dated 22/04/2004 in CRLRC No. 502/2001 of The

H GH COURT OF JUDI CATURE OF A.P. AT HYDERABAD)

GATTU VAMAN RAO Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

STATE OF A P. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appl n(s) for exenption fromsurrendering and c/delay in filing SLP and stay and

permission to file addl. docunents and office report)

Date: 05/01/2007 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. N. AGRAWAL
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE P. P. NAOLEKAR
For Petitioner(s) M. R Chandra Sekhar Reddy, Adv.

M. Venkat eswara Rao Anunol u, Adv.

For Respondent (s)

M s. D. Bharathi Reddy, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng



ORDER

Del ay condoned.

Leave granted.

The Appeal is allowed in part.

(Raj esh Dham (Om Prakash)

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

CRIM NAL APPEAL NO(s). 12 OF 2007

(arising out of Special Leave Petition (Crl.) No(s).1324 of 2006)

GATTU VAMAN RAO Ap
pel Il ant (s)

VERSUS
STATE OF A P. Res

pondent ( s)

Del ay condoned.

Leave granted.



Heard the parti es.

The appel | ant was convi cted by t he trial court under Section
384  of
the Indian Penal Code and sentenced to undergo sinple i mprisonnment for a
peri od of t wo years whi ch has been confirned in appeal . When t he
mat t er
was t aken in revision, convi ction was confirned but t he sent ence of
i mprisonnment has been reduced from two years to six nmont hs. Hence, this

Appeal by special |eave.

The | earned counsel appearing on behalf of the appellant stated that

the appellant has renmmined in custody for a period of about five nonths. In
the facts and ci rcunst ances of t he case, we are of the view that ends of
justice would be met in case the sentence of i mprisonment awarded agai nst

the appellant is reduced to the period al ready undergone.

Accordingly, t he Appeal is al | owed in part and, whil e uphol di
ng

convi ction of the appellant, the sentence  of i mpri sonnent awar ded aga
nst

himis reduced to the period al ready undergone.

( B.N. AGRAVMAL )



( P.P. NAOLEKAR )

NEW DELHI ;

JANUARY 05, 2007.



