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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

CRI M NAL APPEAL NQ(s). 1411 OF 2003

J.AM RGCSS Appel lant (s)

VERSUS
I NSPECTOR OF PQOLI CE, SPE, CBI, MADRAS Respondent ( s)
(Wth office report )
W TH APPEAL(CRL) NO. 1412 of 2003
(Wth appln. for exem fromfiling OT and permission to place addl.
docunments on record and with office report)
Date: 19/10/ 2010 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 Appellant(s) S. R Sundr am Adv.

Suni | Kumar Jai n, Adv.

Sent hil Jageesan, Adv.
V. Ramasubr amani an, Adv.
For Respondent (s) P. K. Dey, Adv.

Ani ruda Shar na, Adv.

S. Kaushi k, Adv.

Arvi nd Kumar Shar nm, Adv.

SSS5 55 55

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Wth nmodification in the sentence the appeals are

di smi ssed.
[ SUVAN WADHWA] [ VINOD KULVI ]
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER
Revi sed Signed order is placed on the file.

REVI SED

I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

CRI M NAL APPEAL NO. 1411 CF 2003

J.A M RGCSS .. APPELLANT( S)
VS.

| NSPECTOR OF POLI CE, SPE,
CBI, MADRAS . RESPONDENT( S)

W TH



CRI M NAL APPEAL NO. 1412 OF 2003

ORDER

In Crl.A No.1411/ 2003

We have heard the | earned counsel for the parties.
We are not inclined to interfere on the nerits of the case
in view of the concurrent findings of fact recorded by the
Trial Court as well as by the High Court. In this matter
the appellant A 4 had been sentenced to three years R |
under Section 5(1)(c) read with Section 5(2) and 5(1)(d)
read with Section 5(2) of the Prevention of Corruption Act,
1947 and under Sections 409 and 420 of the |IPC for each
of fence along with the fine. Al'l the sentences were to run
concurrently.

The Hi gh Court vi de t he i mpugned order partly
al | oned the appellant’s appeal and reduced the sentence to

2 years R 1. for each of the aforesaid offences.
-2

The prosecution was initiated way back in 1978 and
the trial went on for 14 years. The appellant is now said
to be about 78 years of age and has undergone about 110

days of the sentence. The present matter has been pending

since 2003. In other words, 32 years have el apsed since

the date of the incident. In the light of the above facts

we reduce t he sent ence awar ded to the appellant under
Secti on 5(1) (c) of t he Act under t he provi so to Si X
nont hs. Li kewi se we reduce t he sent ence for t he t wo
of fences under the IPCto six nonths R1. as well, all the

sentences to run concurrently.
Wth this nodification in the sentence the appeal is

di sm ssed

In Crl.A No.1412/ 2003
W have heard the | earned counsel for the parties.

We are not inclined to interfere on the nerits of the case



in view of the concurrent findings of fact recorded by the

Trial Court as well as by the High Court. In this matter

the appellant A 2 had been sentenced to one year R |. under

Section 5(1)(c) read with Section 5(2) and 5(1)(d) read

with Section 5(2) of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1947

and under Sections 409 and 420 of the I PC for each offence

al ong with t he fine. All t he sent ences wer e to

concurrently.

The prosecution was initiated way back in 1978 and
the trial went on for 14 years. The appellant is now said
to be about 83 years of age and has undergone about 70 days
of the sentence. The Hi gh Court dism ssed the appeal in the
year 2002 and the present matter has been pendi ng since
2003. In other words, 32 years have el apsed since the date
of the incident. In the light of the above facts we reduce
the sentence awarded to the appellant under Section 5(1)
(c) of the Act under the proviso to three nonths. Li kewi se
we reduce the sentence for the two of fences under the |IPC
to three months R 1. as well, all the sentences to run
concurrently.

Wth this nodification in the sentence the appeal is

di sm ssed

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

.................... J.

( CHANDRAMAULI KR. PRASAD)
New Del hi ,
Cct ober 19, 2010.
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