UITEM NO.42 COURT NO.11 SECTION Il

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).4262/2011
(From the judgement and order dated 03/12/2010 in CRLA N0.637/2007,
of The HIGH COURT OF A.P AT HYDERABAD)

KAMBALAPALLI RANGA REDDY Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF A.P. Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for exemption from filing c/c of the impugned
Judgment,bail and placing additional pleas and office report)

WITH SLP(Crl) NO. 4281 of 2011
(With appln(s) for exemption from filing c/c of the impugned
Judgment,bail and placing additional pleas and office report)

SLP(Crl) NO. 4311 of 2011
(With appln(s) for exemption from filing c/c of the impugned
Judgment,bail and placing additional pleas and office report)

SLP(Crl) NO. 4329 of 2011
(With appln(s) for exemption from filing c/c of the impugned
Judgment,bail and placing additional pleas and office report)

SLP(Crl) NO. 8482 of 2011
(With appln(s) for bail and office report)

[CRL.MP No. 6737/2012 is "FOR RAISING THE ADDITIONAL PLEA OF
JUVENILE"]

Date: 07/05/2012 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE T.S. THAKUR
HON'BLE MRS. JUSTICE GYAN SUDHA MISRA

For Petitioner(s)  Mr. V Sridhar Reddy,Adv.
Mr. Ch. Leela Sarveswan,Adv.
Mr. V.N. Raghupathy,Adv.

In SLP (C)8482/11 Ms. Asha Gopalan Nair,Adv. (SCLSC)

For Respondent(s)  Mr. D. Mahesh Babu,Adv.
Mr. Mayur R Shah,Adv.
Ms. Suchitra Hrang Khanel,Adv.
Mr.  Amit K Nain,Adv.
Ms. Bala Shivndu,Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following

ORDER
SLP (Crl) Nos. 4262/2011, 4281/2011, 4311/2011 and  4329/2011
These four special leave petitions arise out of the s

ame

judgment and order passed by the High Court by which the petitioners



have been found guilty of murder and sentenced to undergo
ife

imprisonment. In each of these special leave petitions,
an

application has been made by the petitioner for being declared a

Juvenile and for the grant of benefit under the Juvenile Justice

(Care and Protection of Children) Act, 2000. In support of that
claim each one of the petitioners has placed on record a photocopy of

his school certificate, the originals of these certificates have not

been produced before us, even when we asked, counsel for
the

petitioners to do so. He sumitted that the original can be produced,
if sufficient time is granted for the purpose. We are not therefore

prima facie satisfied at this stage that there is a case
for

directing an inquiry in terms of Section 7A of the Act. In our
opinion, the appropriate course would be to direct the Registrar of
this Court to look into the certificate once the originals thereof
are produced before him by counsel for the petitioners and to verify
the genuineness of such certificates by making a reference to the
concerned school/Board authorities, who are said to have issued the
same. A report based on such verification shall be submitted by the
Registrar of this Court within two months.
Post after summer vacation along with the report.

(N.K. Goel) (Veena Khera)
Court Master Court Master



