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a cognizable and non-bailable offence can only be filed in the Sessions Court
at the instance of the Public Prosecutor as directed by the District Magistrate.]

187

Ramesh Vithal Patil Vs. State of Karnataka and Ors. 2014(4)
SCALE438 [There should be logical and legal conclusions----Reformulation of
the principles of Appellate Court]

195

Ramdhan Dang Vs. State of U.P. MANU/UP/1604/2014 [Enactment of
Sub-section (1) to Section 399 of the Code brings the Sessions Judge on the same
Jooting with that of the High Court in many aspects including its power 1o take
additional evidence. Evidence shall include documentary evidence also and not
merely oral evidence. —— Sessions Judge' s powers of revision.—Has also
ample power to take additional evidence on record.]

203

Gurdev Singh Vs. Surinder Singh 2014(9)SCALES56 [The dismissal of
complaint by the Magistrate under Section 203 --although it is at preliminary
stage--nevertheless resulls in termination of proceedings in a complaint against
the persons who are alleged to have committed the crime. Once a challenge is
laid to such order at the instance of the complainant in a revision petition before
the High Court or the Sessions Judge, by virtue of Section 401(2) of the Code,
the suspects get the right of hearing before the Revisional Court although such
order was passed without their participation.]

207

Sandesh (@ Sainath Kailash Abhang Vs. State of Maharashtra
(2013)2SCC479 [The doctrine of rehabilitation and doctrine of prudence are the
other two guiding principles for proper exercise of judicial discretion.
where the Court is of the opinion that penalty of death should be imposed
which is in line with the provisions of Section 354(3) which places a mandate
upon the Court to apply its judicious mind and record 'special reasons’ for
imposing death penalty]

211

Santa Singh Vs. The State of Punjab AIR1976SC2386 [Criminal
Procedure code —~Non compliance of section 235(2)—Not a mere irregularity but
is an illegality which vitiates the sentence---- [The hearing contemplated by
Section 235(2) is not confined merely to hearing oral submissions, but it is also
intended to give an opportunity to the prosecution and the accused to place
before the court facts and material relating to various factors bearing on the
question of sentence and if they are contested by either side, then to produce
evidence for the purpose of establishing the same]

219

10.

Duryodhan Rout Vs. State of Orissa 2014(8) SCALE96 [4 person
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State of Punjab Vs. Prem Sagar and Ors (2008)7SCC550 [The principle
that the court in awarding the sentence must take into consideration a large
number of relevant factors; sociological backdrop of the accused being one of |
them. —. It would depend upon the circumstances in which the crime has
been committed and his mental state. Age of the accused is also relevant.
The facts and given circumstances in each case, the nature of the crime, the
manner in which it was planned and committed, the motive for commission of the
crime, the conduct of the accused, the nature of weapons used and all other
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L.Rs. and Ors. (20134SCC97 [Mere apprehension of death of a witness
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quality and not quantity, which determines the adequacy of evidence as has
been provided by Section 134 of the Evidence Act—— If a party intends to
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witness box, to give a full and proper explanation. The same is essential to
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1 | (2010)6SCC1 [Public prosecutor is under a duty of disclosure under the Cr. |
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Note: The emphasis on certain paragraphs or sentences in the judgments has been made irfthe form of

bold fonts. Please read the full judgment for conclusive opinion.




