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                        IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

                       CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

                       CRIMINAL APPEAL NO. 222 OF 2014
               (Arising out of S.L.P.(Crl.) No. 5543 of 2013)

           STATE OF M.P.                       ... APPELLANT

                    VERSUS

           OMKAR SINGH                 ...RESPONDENT

                                  O R D E R

                The appellant-State of  Madhya  Pradesh  aggrieved  by  the
           inadequacy of the sentence  has  preferred  this  special  leave
           petition.
                Leave granted.
                Respondent was put on trial for an  offence  under  Section
           304-A of the Indian Penal Code  ("IPC"  for  short).  The  trial
           court held him guilty for the said offence and convicted him  to
           suffer imprisonment for six months and a fine of Rs.  200/-.  An
           appeal preferred by him against  the  aforesaid  conviction  and
           sentence had failed. He preferred revision against the  judgment
           of conviction and sentence and assailed only  the  sentence.  It
           was contended on behalf of the respondent before the High  Court
           that he had remained in custody for eighteen days  and  suffered
           the ordeal of trial and appeal for long  years  and,  therefore,
           the sentence be reduced to the  period  already  undergone.  The
           High Court acceded to the said prayer and reduced  the  sentence
           to the period already undergone by him.     The State  aggrieved
           by the inadequacy of the sentence is before us with the leave of
           the Court.
                Mr. C.D. Singh, learned counsel appearing on behalf of  the
           appellant-State, submits that in the facts of the present  case,
           the High Court ought not to have reduced  the  sentence  to  the
           period already undergone by the respondent herein.
                Having heard learned counsel on either side and in view  of
           the facts and circumstances of the case, particularly  the  fact
           that the occurrence had  taken  place  long  back,  we  are  not
           inclined to interfere with the substantive sentence  reduced  by
           the High Court. But in the peculiar facts and  circumstances  of
           the case, we are  of  the  considered  opinion  that  respondent
           should pay a sum of Rs. one lakh as compensation to  the  father
           of the deceased.
                Learned counsel for the respondent has produced before us a
           Bank Draft, bearing No. 001248 dated 22.01.2014 drawn on Central
           Bank of India, for a sum of Rs. one lakh  in  the  name  of  Mr.
           Kamla, father of the deceased.
                The Registry of this Court is directed to accept  the  same
           and forward the said  Bank  draft  to  the  trial  court,  i.e.,
           Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate, Mungawali, District  Guna,
           Madhya Pradesh, in Criminal Case No.  184  of  2001,  who  shall
           ensure that the bank draft is released in favour of  the  father
           of the deceased PW-2 without unnecessary delay.
                Learned Magistrate shall forward a  report  to  this  Court
           after the bank draft is delivered to the father of the deceased.
                In the result, we dispose of this appeal with the aforesaid



           modification in the sentence.

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

                                                ..........................J.
                                   (PINAKI CHANDRA GHOSE)
           New Delhi;
           January 23, 2014
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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).5543/2013

(From the judgement and order  dated 06/11/2012 in CRL.R. No.284 OF 2007  of
The HIGH COURT OF M.P AT GWALIOR)

STATE OF M.P.                                     Petitioner(s)

                 VERSUS

OMKAR SINGH                                       Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for exemption from filing O.T. and office report)

Date: 23/01/2014  This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE CHANDRAMAULI KR. PRASAD
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE PINAKI CHANDRA GHOSE

For Petitioner(s)    Mr. C.D. Singh, Adv.
                        Mr. Sunny Choudhary, Adv.

For Respondent(s)       Mr. M.Z. Choudhary, v
                        Mr. Abdul Karim Ansari, Adv.
                        Mr. Aftab Ali Khan, Adv.
                        Ms. Latik Chouhan, Adv.
                        Ms. Menu Sharma, Adv.
                     Mr. Jitendra Kumar,Adv.

           UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                               O R D E R

           Leave granted.
           The appeal is disposed of in terms of the signed order.

      |  (S.K. Rakheja)                     | |(Indu Satija)                        |
|Court Master                         | |Assistant Registrar                  |

             (Signed order is placed on the file)


