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2 {L" !“ gv— Lok Ao e by A~} present.  Ld.  Counsel
Sri GDR filed appin. U/s.309, 252 &
F’}D{Z) Cr.P.C. alongwith vakalath and

€& Ho(r) evpe | 2872 fope affidavit of A-1. It s submitted that

bole mpp b o299

accused intended to plead guilty.
Case advanced. SrAPP  present

Copies furnished.

_ Hence EBC is dispensed with in view of admitting the offence.
Charge is framed, readover & explained to the accused in the' English
+ language known to him. The accused .pleaded guilty voluntary i the

presence of counsel and the same is accepted. Accused are convicted

Uis255(2) CrPC.

Heard on imposing sentence. A-1 i1s married and having Children. He
is a Senior citizen. He is suffering from cardiac problem & Diabetic. He is
facing financial crises and has to look after his family members depending

on him. Address proof document attested D.L. 1s produced.

Further submitted that the drugs in question is reported is N0t spurious
but it failed the dlsmtegratlon test as such deciared not of standard quant\ It
is passed the uniformity weight test. The factory is also closed "and no
further manufacture undertaken in view of cancellation of licence 1ssued in

form-25 & 28. There is no likelvhood of further any offence regarding

manuifacturing drugs.
j ﬁ"?!&};ﬁi&—:‘w“a’ﬁ
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decision a lenjent view is taken while imposing the sentence,

Considering the submission and th

at it is pot adulterated of Spurious in
nature. - Alleged offence is the 1%

tfence, ag such lenient view
wh

15 taken
hile imposing the Sentence. The o]d

Act provisions jg applicable since the
date of offence IS prior to amendment,

Further Counse] submitted that there ig adequate and special reasons for

Year as prescribed under 8.27(d). Further

Criminal Appeal Noh1309/2003, dated;

ice Imposed by

confirmed in 4 similar case and Crl,

the Special Court wag

AP. No.103(1979)1 Hop'ble

S.C. caseg
568. Observation considered. '

| ORDER

e o The Aol g sentence to unde
fu&EPLJeF directed to pay fi

rgo S] 4] raising of the court and

ne of Rs.5,000/- fir the offence /s F8(a)i)

and ps. 27(d) of & C Act, 14 to undergo S] for 6 months, |
x]

‘;,f‘NBW issued against A-] i recalled. Call on 7.5.2011.
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Q_(“&r\b ) ; o s . B A to‘}_presen’[. Ld. Counsel
T B L el (S o , e
fo 0D ’ A% GDR filed appln. U/s.309, 252 &

&l 4 o 12 (8 00T ered(2) Cr.P.C. alongwith vakalath-and
affidavit of A-2 to ;;1_ It is submitted

3 D8y b "‘?{’éA ] thai accused intended to plead guilty.

[ r-ﬁ’é: ngf,é!? ¢ " Case advanced. Copies furnished.

Hence EBC is dispensed with in view of admitting the offence.
Charge is framed. readover & explamed to the accused in the”Engiish
languageﬁ known to ﬁ%p;m accused pleaded guilty voluntary in the
presence of counsel and the same is accepted. Accused are convicted

U/s.255(2)Cr.P.C.

Heard on imposing sentence. A-2 is aged married women and Sr.
citizen. Having two daughters. She is suffering from sever heart problem
and diabetic and for {reatment spending huge amount. The firm is closed .
due to financial problem. A-3 is married having children and aged parents.
His parents are suffering from old age ailments and spending money to thetr
treatment: He is only earning member where family is depending on him.
A-4 1s married women having daughter and/:;ged parents. The parents are

sutfering from oldage ailments and spending huge amount for the treatment.

Further submitted that the drugs in question is reported is not. spurious
but it failed the “disintegration test” as such declared not of standard quality.
It has passed the uniformity weight test. The factory is also closed and no

further manufacture undertaken in view of cancellation of licence issued in

form-25_& 28. There is no likelyhood of further, aﬁqqéffence regarding
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The drug in question is not adulterated. spurious, sub-giandard or LY

injurious to health. i ig atleged that it has not passed the Desériptiqp and

test for disintegration test,

St.APP submitted that maximum sentence may be imposed. Considering |
the nature of the offence and circumstances of alleged offence.&ﬁm %

decision a lenient view is taken while imposing the sentence.

Considering the submission and that it is not adulterated or spurious in . Y
nature.  Alleged offence ig the | offence, as such lenient view is taken Lo
while imposing the sentence, The ofd Act provisions is applicable since the

date of offence is prior to amendment. .

i_‘_-ﬂ' Further Counsel submitted that there is adequatc and special reasons for

i «tg imposing sentence less than one year as prescribed under 8.27(d). Further o

b t:/.é relied upon unreported dictum in Criminal Appeal No.1309/2003, dated:
v Gf{ 18.11.03 and stated that the semtence imposed by the Special Court was e
% X confirmed in a similar case and CrlAP. No.103(1979)1 Hon’ble S.C. cases
*%j i 568. Observation considered, a0
gﬁj \ ORDER
T The A-2 to 4 are sentence to undergo SI till raising of the court _

' = T and further directed to pay fine of Rs.5,000/~ each for the offence = ¥ 2o =
“;"’g Lgr - w/s.18(a)i) and pu/s27(d) of D & C Act. Id to undergo SI for 6 B _.
S months, Case is filed. [ Prvem L\(J d08e §2 [ N2 4;;_._1__ )___-_-;;,;.;j_,:
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