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| TEM No. 30 Court No. 7 SECTION I | A
AN MATTER
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.) No. 1176/2004

(From the judgenent and order dated 08/05/2003 in CRLA 220/99
of The H GH COURT OF GUIJARAT AT AHVEDABAD)

ABDUL SALAM YUSUF SHEI KH Petitioner (s)
VERSUS
STATE OF GUIARAT Respondent (s)

( Wth Appln(s). for c/delay in filing SLP and bail and exenption fromfiling OT. and perm ss
ion to file Vol.I1l)
( Wth Ofice Report )

Date : 07/07/2004 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE K. G BALAKRI SHNAN
HON BLE DR JUSTI CE AR LAKSHVANAN

For Petitioner (s) M. K Radhakrishna, Sr. Adv.
M. Lalit Chauhan, Adv.
M. Sanand Ramakri shnan, Adv.
Ms. Sweety Manchanda, Adv.
M. P.H Parekh, Adv. for
Ms. P.H Parekh & Co., Advs.

For Respondent (s) M. Maulik Nanavati, Adv.

Ms. Sadhna Si ndhu, adv.
Ms. Hemanti ka Wahi , Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
Del ay condoned.
Leave granted.

The appeal is disposed of in terns of the signed order.

(R K. DHAWAN) ( VEERA VERMA)

COURT MASTER COURT MASTER

(Signed order is placed on the file)
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

CRI M NAL APPEAL NO OF 2004
(Arising out of SLP(Crl) No.1176 of 2004)



ABDUL SALAM YUSUF SHEI KH. ... APPELLANT.
VERSUS

STATE OF GUJARAT . ... RESPONDENT.

ORDER

Leave granted.

Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

The appel |l ant was found guilty for the of fence puni shabl e under Section 22 of the Narcotics Dr
ugs and Psychotropi ¢ Substances Act, 1985 and was sentenced to undergo rigorous inprisonnent f
or a period of twelve years and to pay a fine of rupees one |akh, in default of fine to underg
o further inprisonment for one year. The counsel for the appellant submts that in view of th
e anendnent of the provision, for keeping in possession of smaller quantity, |esser punishnent
could have been awarded. But this is not applicable to the appellant as the appeal was pend
ng at the tine of comencenent of the anmended provi sion. The appel |l ant was found in possess
ion of 430 grams of 'Charas’ and it is subnmtted that he has undergone inprisonment for fairl

y long peri od.
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Havi ng regard to the facts and circunstances, we hold that the inprisonment of 10 years woul d
be sufficient to neet the ends of justice. Therefore, we reduce the sentence of inprisonment

from 12 years to 10 years. As regards fine we do not interfere with the sane.

The appeal is accordingly disposed of.

(Dr. AR LAKSHVANAN)

NEW DELHI ;
JULY 7, 2004.






