| & TEM NO. 102 COURT NO. 4 SECTI ON 1|

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

CRI M NAL APPEAL NO(s). 825 OF 2005

ANNAREDDY CHI NNA REDDY Appel | ant (s)

VERSUS

STATE OF A P. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appl n(s) for bail and office report)

Date: 17/01/2006 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. N. AGRAVWAL
HON BLE MR JUSTICE A K. MATHUR
For Appell ant(s) M. P.S. Narasinha, Adv.
M. Avijeet K Lala, Adv.
M. Greesh Kumar, Adv.
M . Khwai r akpam Nobi n Si ngh, Adv.
For Respondent (s) Ms Sneha Bhaskaran, Adv.

Ms.D. Bharathi Reddy, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER

Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

The appeal is dism ssed.

[ Charanjeet Kaur ] [ On 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

CRI M NAL APPEAL NO 825 OF 2005

Annar eddy Chi nna Reddy .. Appel | ant ('s)
Ver sus

State of A P. .. Respondent ( s)

ORDER

Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

The appell ant along with Dasareddi gari Lakshm Reddy and

Annar eddy Ranma Kri shna was tried and by judgnent rendered by the

trial Court, al | of them were acquitted of t he char ges. When

appeal was preferred agai nst t he order of acquittal by t he State

Andhr a Pr adesh, t he Hi gh Court uphel d acquittal of ot her t wo

accused per sons wher eas reversed t he same in relation to t he

appel l ant and he has been convicted under Section 302 of the Indian

Penal Code and sentenced to undergo inprisonnent for life. He has

been further convi ct ed under Section 25(1) (a) (b) of t he Ar s Act ,

1959 and sentenced to undergo rigorous inprisonnent for a period

of three years and to pay fine of Rs. 1,000/-, in default, to undergo

sinmple inprisonnent for a period of two nont hs. The appel |l ant

has

an

of
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al so been convi cted under Secti on 27 of the Arms Act, 1959 and
sent enced to under go rigorous i mpri sonment for a peri od of three
years and to pay fine of Rs. 1, 000/ -, in default, to under go further
i mpri sonment for t wo nmont hs. The sent ences, however, wer e

ordered to run concurrently. Hence, this appeal

W have been t aken t hr ough the judgnents r ender ed by

t he trial Court as well as the Hi gh Court and t he evi dence of t he

three eye-w t nesses Yeddul a Chal ana Reddy (P.W1), Annar eddy

CGopal Reddy (P.W2) and Yeddul a  Venkat a Lakshm Reddy (P.W3).

The High Court reversed the order of acquittal as in its opinion, the

same was perverse one. The Hi gh Court has gi ven reasons for
reversing t he order of acquittal and pl aci ng reliance upon t he
evidence of the aforesaid three eye-w tnesses. The evi dence of the
eye-witnesses is corroborated by the nedical evidence. In our view,

as the judgment rendered by the trial Court suffered fromthe vice of

perversity, the H gh Court was quite justified in reversing the sane.

In view of these facts, we
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are not inclined to interfere with the inpugned order rendered by the

H gh Court.
Accordingly, appeal fails and the sanme is dism ssed.
......................................... J
[ B.N. AGRAVWAL ]
......................................... J
[ A K MATHUR ]
NEW DELHI ,

JANUARY 17, 2006.



