hl TEM NO. 107 COURT NO. 4 SECTION |1 A

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

CRI M NAL APPEAL NO(s). 587 OF 2000

K. CHI NNUSAMY Appel lant (s)

VERSUS

MANI  AND ANR. Respondent ( s)

(Wth office report)

Date: 23/03/2006 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. N. AGRAVWAL
HON BLE MR JUSTICE A K. MATHUR
For Appellant(s) M. Senthil Jagdeesan, Adv.
M. Rakesh K. Sharnm, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. Ranjit Kumar, Sr. Adv.
No. 1 M. V. Ramasubranmani an, Adv.
M. P.R Kovilan, Adv.
No. 2 M. Abhay Kunr, Adv.
M. Subranoni um Prasad , Adv
UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
Heard | earned counsel for the parties.
Appeal fails and the sane is dismssed. Respondent No. 1, who is
on

bail, is discharged fromthe liability of bail bonds.



[ Charanjeet Kaur ]

[ 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 587 OF 2000
K Chi nnusany Appel | ant (s)
Ver sus
Mani And Anr. Respondent ( s)
ORDER

Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

Respondent No. 1 was convicted by t he trial Court but on
appeal being preferred, the High Court acquitted himof the charges.

Hence, this appeal by special |eave.

M. Sent hi | Jagdeesan, | ear ned counsel appeari ng for t he
appel | ant in support of t he appeal very ably and fairly pl aced
entire material for our perusal. Having heard |earned counsel for the
parties and given our anxious consideration to the entire matter, we
are of the viewthat it is not possible to interfere in exerci se of
power s under Article 136 of the

.2/ -

t he



Constitution of India wth t he i mpugned or der of acquittal whi ch

cannot be said to be perverse in any manner.

Accordingly, appeal fails and t he same is di smi ssed.

Respondent  No. 1, who is on bail, 1is discharged fromthe Iliability of

bai| bonds.

[ A K MATHUR ]
NEW DELHI ,

MARCH 23, 2006



