t # TEM NO. 103 COURT NO. 3 SECTION |1 A

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

CRI M NAL APPEAL NO. 241 OF 2000

GUTTA & ORS Appel | ant (s)

VERSUS

STATE OF M P. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appl n(s) for exenption fromfiling O T. and office report)

Date: 28/11/2006 This appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. N. AGRAVWAL
HON BLE MR. JUSTI CE P. P. NAOLEKAR
For Appellant(s) M. Avijit Bhattacharjee, Adv.

For Respondent (s) Ms. Vibha Datta Makhij a, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER

Heard | earned counsel for the parties.



The appeal is dismssed. Bail bonds of the appellants,
who are on bail, are cancelled and they are directed to be taken

into cust ody forthwith to serve out t he remai ni ng peri od of

sent ence.
[ Al ka Dudeja ] [ Om 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. 241 OF 2000

Qutta and Os. ... Appel | ant (s)

Ver sus

State of Madhya Pradesh ... Respondent (s)

O R D E R

Heard | earned counsel for the parties.
The appel I ant s wer e convi cted by t he trial court under
Section 304 Part Il of t he I ndi an Penal Code [for short, “1.P.C"]

and sentenced to undergo rigorous inprisonnent for a period of



five years. They were further convicted under Section 201 |.P.C

and sentenced to undergo rigorous inprisonnent for a period of

three years and to pay fine of Rs. 500/ -; in def aul t to under go

sinmpl e i mpri sonnent for a period of three nmont hs. Accused

Nos.2, 6 and 9 (Madho, Sobran and Ram Vil as respectively) were

further convicted under Section 456 I.P.C and sentenced to
under go rigorous i mpri sonment for a period of one year and to
pay fine of
.2/ -

-2 -
Rs. 1, 000/ -; in def aul t to under go simpl e i mpri sonment for a
period of six nonths. Accused Nos.6 and 10 (Sobran and Agam
respectively) wer e convi ct ed under Section 342 I.P.C and
sent enced to under go ri gorous i mpri sonnent for a peri od of si X
nont hs. All t he sent ences, however, wer e ordered to run
concurrently. The Hi gh Court, whil e di smi ssi ng t he appea
converted t he convi ction under Section 456 I.P.C to one under
Section 448 |1.P.C. wthout changing the sentence and confirned
the convictions for other offences. Hence, this appeal by specia
| eave.

W have been t aken t hr ough t he i mpugned  judgnents

and t he evi dence adduced on behal f of the prosecution. The High

Cour t as well as the trial court have recorded convi ctions of the



appel I ant s upon t hr eadbar e di scussi on of evi dence and no

interference by this Court is called for

The appeal, accordingly, fails and the sanme is dism ssed.

Bai | bonds of t he appel I ant s, who are on bai | are cancel | ed

they are directed to be taken into custody forthwith to serve out

the renai ning period of sentence.

[P. P. NAOLEKAR]
New Del hi ,

Novenber 28, 2006.

and



