NI TEM NO. 120 COURT NO 6 SECTI ON 1|
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
CRI M NAL APPEAL NO(s). 730-731 OF 2003
MOHD. AL Appel lant (s)
VERSUS
STATE OF A P. Respondent ( s)
(Wth office report)
Date: 15/07/2010 These Appeal s were called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE MARKANDEY KATJU
HON BLE MR JUSTICE T.S. THAKUR

For Appellant(s)
M. Anil Kumar Tandal e, Adv.

For Respondent (s) Ms. C. K. Sucharita, Adv.
Ms. Nirada Das, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

The Appeal s are di sposed of.

( Raj esh Dham) ( I'ndu Satija)
Court Master Court Master

(signed order is placed on the file)
IN THE SUPREME COURT CF | NDI A
CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
CRI M NAL APPEAL NQ(s). 730-731 OF 2003
MOHD. AL Appel lant (s)
VERSUS

STATE OF A P. Respondent ( s)

0] R D E R

Heard the | earned counsel for the parties.

Thi s Appeal, by special |eave, has been filed agai nst

the i mpugned judgment of the Hi gh Court of Andhra Pradesh



dat ed 25. 06. 2002.

The facts of the case have already been stated in the
i mpugned judgnment of the Hi gh Court, and hence we are not

repeating them here.

On the facts and circunstances of the case and to do
subst anti al justice bet ween t he parties, we are of t he
opi nion that ends of justice will be sub-served if, while
mai nt ai ni ng the conviction of the appellant, we alter the
sentence to the period al ready undergone by the appellant.
We order accordingly. However, the fine and default clause

shal | remain i ntact. The i mpugned j udgnent of t he Hi gh
Court is nodified to that extent.

The Appeal s are di sposed of accordi ngly.

(T.S. THAKUR)

NEW DELH
JULY 15, 2010.



