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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Crl.A No.1280/1998
Vengal a V. Reddy & Anr. Appel lant  (s)
VERSUS

Public Prosecutor, Hi gh Court of A P. Respondent (s)
Date : 25/03/2004 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE B. N. AGRAVWAL
HON BLE Dr. JUSTI CE AR LAKSHVANAN

For Appellant (s)M.D. R K Reddy, Adv.
M. B. Vi kas, Adv.
M . G Venugopal , Adv.
Ms. D.Bharathi Reddy, Adv..

For Respondent (s)

M. Gunt ur Praabhakar, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

The appeal is dismissed. Bail bonds of the appellants, who are on bail, are cancelled and th
ey are directed to be taken into custody forthwith for undergoing the remaining period of sent
ence in terns of the signed order.

(Sheet al Dhingra) (Kanwal Singh)
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

CRIM NAL APPEAL No. 1280 COF 1998

Vengal a V. Reddy & Anr. ... Appel l ant (s)

Ver sus

Public Prosecutor, Hi gh Court of A P. ... Respondent ( s)
ORDER

Heard the parti es.

The appellants along with other four accused persons were charged and tried under Sections 147

, 148, 302/ 149, 323 and 324 of the Indian Penal Code (hereinafter referred to as the "IPC) an

d by an order of acquittal rendered by the trial court, they were acquitted of all the charges
On appeal being preferred before the High Court of Andhra Pradesh, the acquittal of other a



ccused persons has been confirned whereas the sane has been reversed in relation to the appel
ants and they have been convicted under Section 304 Part Il of the IPC and sentenced to underg
o rigorous inprisonnent for a period of three years and to pay fine of Rs.1000/- each, in defa
ult to suffer further inprisonnent for a period of one nonth. Hence, this appeal by special |
eave.

Havi ng perused the inpugned judgnent and the evidence of PW, injured eye witness as well as P
W8, the doctor, we are of the view that the Hi gh Court has not conmitted any error in convicti
ng the appellants after reversing the order of acquittal relating to them As such, no interf
erence is called for. The appeal is accordingly dism ssed.

Bai |l bonds of the appellants, who are on bail are cancelled and they are directed to be taken
into custody forthwith for undergoing the renaining period of sentence.

(Dr. AR LAKSHVANAN)
New Del hi
March 25,  2004.



