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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.) No. 2244/2003

(From the judgenent and order dated 28/03/2003 in CRLRP 263/ 2003

of The H GH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM
JEEVANBCSE @ GOPI KALASSERY Petitioner (s)

VERSUS

STATE OF KERALA & ORS. Respondent (s)
(Wth appln(s). for stay and inpl eadi ng party)

Wth S.L.P. (Crl.) No...... /2004 (Crl.MP. No. 8925/2003)
(For exenption fromsurrendering and c/delay in filing SLP)

Date : 19/01/2004 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE SHI VARAJ V. PATIL
HON BLE MR. JUSTICE D.M DHARMADHI KARI
For Petitioner (s)M. T. Raja, Adv.
For Respondent (s)M. P.V. Yogeswaran, Adv.
K. R Sasi prabhu, Adv.
L. Nageswara Rao, ASG

Raj i v Nanda, Adv.
Sushma Suri, Adv.

555 %

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Heard the | earned counsel for the parties for a while.
Application for inpleadnment is allowed.

Del ay condoned.

Leave granted.

The crimnal appeals are disposed of.

[ T.1. Rajput ][ Shelly Sengupta ]
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. 72 OF 2004
(Arising out of S.L.P. (Crl.) No. 2244 of 2003)

Jeevanbose @ Gopi Kal assery ... Appel | ant (s)
Ver sus

State of Kerala & Os. ... Respondent (s)

WI TH

Crimnal Appeal No. 73 of 2004
(Arising out of S.L.P. (Crl.) No. 305 of 2004)
(Crl.MP. No. 8925/2003)

O R D E R

Del ay condoned.

Leave granted.

At the hearing, the | earned counsel for the parties submtted that the proceedings were initia
ted under Section 138 of the Negotiable Instrunents Act, 1881, by the respondent-sister agains
t the petitioner-brother. On trial, the petitioner was found guilty. He was convicted and se
ntenced to undergo inprisonnent for a period of one year. During the pendency of the proceed

ngs before this Court in these appeals, the brother and sister have settled the dispute. The

petitioner has already undergone the sentence for a period of one nonth. |In these circunstanc
es, the learned counsel, on either side, submtted that the sentence
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al ready undergone by the petitioner may be considered sufficient, taking note of the settlenen
t arrived at between the brother and the sister and the order of sentence nay be nodified to t
hat extent. The |earned counsel for the petitioner added that this Court in K L. Kunjappan vs

Raf eeque & Anr. (2002 (8) S.C. C. 181) and Sivasankaran vs. State of Kerala & Anr. (2002 (8)
S.C.C. 164) has passed simlar orders. Under these circunstances, we dispose of the appeals b
y nodi fying the order of sentence to the period already undergone by the petitioner

...................... J.
[ SHI VARAJ V. PATI L]

...................... J.
[D.M DHARVADHI KARI

New Del hi ,

January 19, 2004.



