http://JUDIS.NIC IN SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A Page 1 of 2

CASE NO. :
Appeal (crl.) 1393 of 2004

PETI TI ONER
Mal | appa CGori Malla Reddy @Reddy MR

RESPONDENT:
State of Andhra Pradesh

DATE OF JUDGVENT: 08/04/2008

BENCH
B.N. AGRAWAL & G S. SI NGV

JUDGVENT:

JUDGVENT

O R D E R

CRI M NAL APPEAL NO. 1393 COF 2004

Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

The sol e appel |l ant, along with fourteen other accused persons, was tried
and, by judgenent rendered by the Trial Court, Parlapalli Chinna Narasi nmharedd
[ Accused No. 6], Mallappagari Chinna Ml lareddi alias Usanna [ Accused No. 7],
That hi reddi Mal | esureddi [Accused No.9], Parlapalli Mllareddi [Accused No. 10],
Sangati Chennakri shnareddi [Accused No.13] and Gundl adurthy Pedda Subbaredd
[ Accused No. 14] were acquitted, whereas appellant was convicted under Section 302

of the Indian Penal Code, 1860 [hereinafter referred to as ‘1.P.C."] and sentenced to
undergo inprisonment for lifeand to pay fine of Rs.100/-, in default, to undergo
further inprisonnent for a period of one nonth. He was also convicted under
Section 148 |.P.C. and
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Section 25(1B)(a) and Section 27 of the Arns Act and sentenced to undergo rigorous
i mprisonnent for a period of three years on each count and to pay fine of Rs.100/-
under Sections 25(1B)(a) and 27 of the Arms Act, in default, 'to undergo further

i mprisonnent for a period of one nonth. Thathireddi Sreenivasul reddi [Accused
No. 2] was convicted under Section 302/114 |.P.C. and sentenced to undergo

i mprisonnment for life and was awarded fine of Rs.100/-; in default, to undergo further
i mprisonnent for a period of one nonth. Accused No.2 and Mal | appagari Mal | ar edd

[ Accused No. 3], Sangati Gangireddi [Accused No.4], Pamreddi Venkatararanaredd

[ Accused No. 5], @undl adurthy Subbareddi [P.W8], Parlapalli Pedda

Nar asi mhareddi [P.W11] and Parl apal|i Ramakrishnareddi [P.W15] were convicted
under Section 148 |I.P.C. and sentenced to undergo rigorous inprisonnent for a
period of three years. Accused Nos. 3,4,5,8,11 and 15 were al so convicted under
Section 302/149 |.P.C. and sentenced to undergo inprisonnent for life and to pay file
of Rs.100/-; in default, to undergo further inprisonnment for a period of one nonth.
Mal | appagari Mal | areddi [Accused No. 3] and Panireddi Venkat aramanaredd

[ Accused No.5] were further convicted under Section 27 of the Arms Act and
sentenced to undergo rigorous inprisonment for a period of three years and to pay
fine of Rs.100/-; in default, to undergo further inprisonment for a period of one
nonth. Sangati Gangireddi [Accused No. 4], Gundl adurthy Subbareddi [Accused

No. 8], Parlapalli Pedda Narasi mhareddi [Accused No.11] and Parl apall

Ramakri shnareddi [Accused No.15] were further convicted under Section 3 of the

Expl osi ve Substances Act and sentenced to undergo rigorous
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i mprisonnent for a period of three years and to pay fine of Rs.100/-; in default, to
undergo further inprisonment for a period of one nonth. Al the sentences, however,
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were ordered to run concurrently. Trial against Pamireddi Gangireddi @ Mobbodu
[ Accused No. 12] abated, as the sanme died during the pendency of the trial. Against
the order of acquittal, no appeal was filed before the H gh Court, whereas, on appea
being filed by the eight convicted accused persons, including the appellant, while
ot her seven accused persons have been acquitted, the convictions of the appell ant
have been upheld. Hence, this appeal by special |eave. The prosecution case
has been supported by the evidence of four eye wi tnesses, nanely, Sangati Chinna
Veera Reddy [P.W1], Karnati Gangi Reddy [P.WZ2], P. Narayanamm [P. W3] and
K. Gangi Reddy [P.W4]. Al the aforesaid four w tnesses have received injuries and
their evidence is consistent with the first information report. That apart, the
prosecuti on case has been corroborated by the nedical evidence. In our view the
H gh Court was quite justified in upholding the conviction of the appellant and no
ground for interference by this Court is nade out.

The crimnal appeal, accordingly, fails and the sane is disn ssed.




