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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CRI' M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDiI CTI ON
CRI M NAL APPEAL NQ(s). 1982 OF 2014
(Arising out of S.L.P. (CRL.) No. 6261 OF 2011)

S. GOPALA RAO ... APPELLANT(S
)
VERSUS
STATE OF KARNATAKA . .. RESPONDENT( S
)
ORDER
Hear d M . C M Angadi , | ear ned counsel
for t he
appel lant and M. N. K Kaul, learned Additional Solicitor
General appearing for the respondent-State of Karnataka.
Leave granted.
The appel | ant has questioned the correctness of the
j udgnent and or der dat ed 10. 01. 2011 agai ns
t t he
convi ction and sent ence passed agai nst hi m
for t he
of f ence puni shabl e under Sections 409, 420 468, 471 and
477A of the Indian Penal Code ("IPC' for short) and under
Section 5(1)(c) and 5(1)(d) read with Section 5(2) of the
Prevention of Corrupti on Act and i mposi ng
rigorous
puni shrent under sever al sections whi ch are
to run
concurrently and reduci ng t he sent ence to t
Wo years
instead of three years, on various grounds.
The Hi gh Court, in exerci se of its
appel l ate
jurisdiction, after adverting to t he riv
al | egal
Signature Not Verified
contentions ur ged on behal f of t he par
ties and
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Reason: reappreci ating the evidence on record has reduced the
maxi mum puni shnent from three years to t
WO years
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having regard to the circunstances that the appellant



was aged about 57 years on the date of rendering the
j udgnent and enhanced t he anount of fine of
Rs. 10, 000/- instead of Rs. 5,000/- on each count. The
cunul ative fine is enhanced from Rs. 30, 000/ - to
Rs. 60, 000/ -. It is stated by | ear ned counsel on
behal f of the appellant that the amount of fine is
al ready deposited in the Court.
Though the | earned counsel appearing on behal f of
t he appel | ant chal | enged t he correctness of t he
concurrent findings recorded in the inpugned judgnent
by t he appel l ate court on t he char ges agai nst t he
appel l ant, we have gone through the inpugned judgnent.
We do not find any good reason to interfere with the
same, particularly having regard to the fact that the
appel l ate court after taking into consideration the
age of the appellant reduced the punishment fromthree
years to two years subject to paying the higher anount
of fine, as indicated above.
It is stated at the Bar that the appellant has
al r eady under gone one year and three nont hs
i mpri sonment .
Having regard to the facts and circunmstances of the

case, it would be just and proper for us to exercise
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our jurisdiction and to reduce the sentence for the
proved char ges agai nst t he appel | ant to t he peri od
al ready undergone by him

We order accordingly.

In the result, the appeal is partly allowed in the

above terns.



( ADARSH KUMAR GOEL)

NEW DELHI ,
SEPTEMBER 9, 2014
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| TEM NO. 9 COURT NO. 13 SECTION |1 B
SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.) No(s) . 6261/ 2011

(Arising out of inmpugned final judgnment and order dated 10.01.2011
in CRL.A. No. 1799 of 2004 passed by the High Court of Karnataka.)

S. GOPALA RAO Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF KARNATAKA Respondent ( s)

(Wth office report)
(For Final Disposal)

Date : 09/09/2014 This petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE V. GOPALA GONDA
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ADARSH KUMAR GOEL
For Petitioner(s) M. C.M Angadi, Adv.
M. Rameshwar Prasad Goyal , Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. N K Kaul, ASG
M. Gaurav Sharnm, Adv.
Mohd. 1 gbal Khairati, Adv.
M. B.V. Balram Das, Adv.
M. Arvind Kumar Sharnma, Adv.

UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER
Leave granted.
The appeal is partly all owed in terns of the si gned
or der.
(S. K. RAKHEJA) (MALA KUMARI SHARMA)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER

(Signed order is placed on the file)



