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CRIMINAL APPEAL NO(s). 1223 OF 2006

GOPALAN @ GOPALAKRISHNAN                             Appellant (s)

                   VERSUS

STATE OF KERALA                                      Respondent(s)

(With office report)

Date: 02/06/2011    This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE DR. JUSTICE B.S. CHAUHAN
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE SWATANTER KUMAR
                 [VACATION BENCH]

For Appellant(s)
                      Mr. E.M.S. Anam,Adv.

For Respondent(s)
                      Mr. G. Prakash,Adv. (not present)

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

           The Appeal is disposed of in terms of the signed order.

          ( Rajesh Dham )                        ( Indu Satija )
            Court Master                           Court Master

                (signed order is placed on the file)
                      IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

                     CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

                    CRIMINAL APPEAL NO(s). 1223 OF 2006

GOPALAN @ GOPALAKRISHNAN                                          Appellant (s)

                                    VERSUS

STATE OF KERALA                                                   Respondent(s)

                                O    R   D    E   R

       Heard learned counsel for the appellant.

       This Appeal, by special leave, has been filed against

the impugned judgment dated 17.02.2005 of the High Court of



Kerala passed in Criminal Rev. Petition No. 481 of 1995.

       The     appellant     has     been    convicted       for     the    offence

punishable under Section 376 of the Indian Penal Code and

sentenced for seven years rigorous imprisonment and a fine

of Rs. 3,000/-.           There are concurrent findings by the three

courts below and the prosecutrix evidence has been relied

upon.

       In    view    of   the   above,       it   is   not    a    fit     case   for

appreciation of evidence by the fourth Court.                        More so, we

have    been    informed     that     the    appellant       has    already       been

served the sentence of seven years and has been released.
CRIMINAL APPEAL NO(s). 1223 OF 2006

     In view of the above, nothing survives in this Appeal

and it stands disposed of accordingly.

                                 .........................J.
                                 (DR. B.S. CHAUHAN)

NEW DELHI;                       .........................J.
JUNE 02, 2011.                   (SWATANTER KUMAR)


