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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

CRI M NAL APPEAL NQO(s). 301 OF 2005

YERASU SREENI VASA REDDY Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
| R GALA RAM PULLA REDDY & ORS. Respondent ( s)

Date: 13/01/2011 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE HARJI T SI NGH BEDI
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE CHANDRAMAULI KR. PRASAD

For Appell ant(s)
M. Aniruddha P. Mayee, Adv.
K. Subba Rao, adv.
Caur datt a Mahi ndr at a, Adv.

Al taf Ahmad, Sr. Adv.

P. Vi swanat ha Shetty, Sr. Adv.
Vijay K. Pardesi, Adv.
Mahesh Kumar, Adv.

M. V.G Pragasam Adv.

For Respondent (s)

SSS5 =SS

M. |.Venkat anarayana, Sr. Adv.
M. D. Mahesh Babu , Adv.
M. Ramesh All anki, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

The appeal is all owed.

[ SUVAN WADHWA] [ VI NCD KULVI ]
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER

Signed order is placed on the file.
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CRI' M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

CRI M NAL APPEAL NO. 301 OF 2005
YERASU SREENI VASA REDDY .. APPELLANT( S)
VS.
| R GALA RAM PULLA REDDY & ORS. .. RESPONDENT( S)
ORDER
Hear d t he | ear ned counsel for t he parties

ext enso.

Sevent een accused were sent for trial for offences



puni shabl e under Section 302 etc. of the I PC as al so under
t he Expl osi ve Substances Act. The Sessions Court by his
j udgnent dated 10th Septenber, 2001, acquitted accused Nos.
10, 11, 14, 15, 16 and 17. Concededly, the State did not
chal l enge the acquittal of these accused in appeal in the
H gh Court. The accused who had been convicted by the
Trial Court i.e. Al, A5 AG6, A8 A9 A12 and A 13
chal  enged their conviction in the H gh Court. The High
Court has allowed the appeal qua others except accused Nos.
A2, A3 A4 and AT7. It is also that conceded position
that the special |eave petition filed by the accused A 2
A.3, A4 and A 7 has since been dismssed by this Court.

The pr esent appeal has been filed by PW 1, t he
conpl ainant in the case challenging the judgnment of the

H gh Court quo those who have been acquitted by it. W

have perused the judgment of the High Court very carefully
with the help of the | earned counsel for the parties and
have al so gone through a part of the evidence. We are of
t he opi ni on t hat t he Hi gh Court has not di scussed t he
evidence in the manner in which it should have happened,
more particularly as the H gh Court was the final court of
fact.
We accordingly allow the appeal and renit the case
to the High Court for fresh decision with respect to the
case of the accused respondents herein. W clarify that
notwi t hstandi ng the fact that we are allow ng this appea
this or der woul d not be t aken as a reflection of any
opi ni on by us.
The appellants are on bail. They shall continue on
bail till the disposal of the appeal by the High Court. W
request t he Hi gh Court to di spose of t he matt er as

expedi tiously as possible.



................. J.
(HARJI'T SI NGH BEDI

.................... J.
( CHANDRAMAULI KR. PRASAD)

New Del hi ,
January 13, 2011.



