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                S U P R E M E   C O U R T   O F   I N D I A
                          RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

   Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.) No. 3796/2003

(From the judgement and order dated 07/05/2003 in CR.A..No.316SB/1991    of The HIGH COURT OF 
PUNJAB AND HARYANA)

  SIRIPAL                      Petitioner (s)

                              VERSUS

  STATE OF HARYANA                                          Respondent (s)

( With Appln(s). for suspension of sentence)
( With Office Report ) 

  Date : 23/08/2004 This  Petition  was  called on for hearing today.

  CORAM :
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE N. SANTOSH HEGDE              
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE S.B. SINHA                    
                                                             

  For Petitioner (s)Mr. Arvind Kumar Gupta, Adv.
                        

  For Respondent (s)Mr. Manu Sharma, Adv.
Mr. VK Garg, Adv.
                       

        UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                            O R D E R 

Heard learned counsel for the parties.
Leave granted.
Appeal is disposed of in terms of the signed order.

Hemalatha( Prem Prakash )
  Court Master

(signed order is placed on file)

       IN  THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
     CRIMINAL APPELLATE  JURISDICTION

      CRIMINAL  APPEAL NO.  923 OF 2004
      (Arising out of SLP(Crl) 3796 of 2003)

Siripal                  .....        Appellant (s)                                

VS.



                   
State of Haryana                       .  .....    Respondent (s)                             
 
 O R D E R 

 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner.
Leave granted.
The appellant has been sentenced by the courts below to undergo RI for a period of three years
 under Section 308 IPC.  While issuing notice on the SLP same was confined to the question of 
quantum of sentence only.  The State is represented and we have  heard learned counsel for the
 State.   Taking into consideration the facts and circumstances of the case and the fact that 
the appellant has served one and a half years of sentence imposed on him,  we think it appropr
iate to reduce the period of sentence  to that already undergone by him.
With this modification the appeal is disposed of.
                     ...................................J.
                                                                                       (N. SAN
TOSH HEGDE )

                                        ...................................J.
                                                                                              
             (S.B. SINHA )
New Delhi,
August 23, 2004


