BATIL SLIP

The Accused/Appellant name by S.Vallavaraja S/o.Singaravelu was
directed to be released on bail as per order dated 29/12/2003 in
Crl.MP.N0.12782/2003 in Crl.A.No.1899/03 on the file of this

Court.
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS
DATED: 20.12.2017
CORAM:
THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE V.BHARATHIDASAN
Criminal Appeal No.1899 of 2003
S.Vallavaraja . .Appellant/Accused
Vs
State by
Inspector of -Police,
Namakkal Police Station,
Namakkal District.
(Crime No.1277 of 2001) . .Respondent/Complainant

Prayer:-

This Criminal Appeal is filed under Section 374 (2) of
Cr.P.C., set aside the ' conviction -and sentence imposed in
judgement dated 04.12.2003 made in S.C.No.128 of 2003 on the
file of the Additiomnal District Sessions Court/ Fast Track Court
No.III, Namakkal by allowing this Criminal Appeal.

For Appellant : M/s.N.Manokaran

For Respondent : Mr.R.Sekar
Gov. Adv. (Crl. Side)

O R DER

The Criminal Appeal Case has been filed against the
conviction and sentence imposed 1in Jjudgement dated 04.12.2003
made 1in S.C.No.128 of 2003 on the file of the Additional
District Sessions Court/ Fast Track Court No.III, Namakkal. He
stood charge for the offence under Sections 451,324 IPC and
Section 3 (1) of Tamil Nadu Properties (Prevention of Damages &
Loss), the trial Court convicted under Section 451 1IPC and
sentenced him to undergo rigorous imprisonment for 2 years and
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to pay a fine of Rs.500/- 1in default to wundergo rigorous
imprisonment for 6 months and convicted under Section 324 1IPC
and sentenced him to undergo rigorous imprisonment for 1 vyear
and convicted under Section 3 (1) of Tamil Nadu Properties
(Prevention of Damages & Loss) and sentenced him to undergo
rigorous imprisonment for 4 years and to pay a fine of Rs.500/-
in default to undergo rigorous imprisonment for 6 months. Now,
challenging the said conviction and sentence, the appellant is
before this Court with this criminal appeal.

2. Today, when the matter was taken-up for hearing, the
learned counsel appearing for the appellant submits that pending
appeal, the sole appellant died and he also filed a memo to that
effect.

3. The learned Government = Advocate (Crl. Side)
appearing for -the respondent on verification submits that
pending appeal, the sole appellant died.

4.  In view of the submission and based on the memo

filed by the learned counsel for the appellant, this Criminal
Appeal is dismissed as abated.
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To
1.The Additional District Sessions Judge,
(Fast Track Court No.III), Namakkal.
2.The Judicial Magistrate NO.I Namakkal
+1 cc to Mr.N.Manokaran Advocate sr 91235

Crl.A.No.1899 of 2003
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