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 The nominal roll of the appellant reflects that the appellant after 

having completed his sentence had been released from Jail on 

19.11.2014. 

 Record shows that the appellant was a convict under Section 

307 of the IPC.  He had been sentenced to undergo RI for 5 years and 

to pay a fine of Rs.1000/- in default to undergo SI for a period of one 

month.  

 Mr.S.B.Dandapani, Advocate present in Court has been 

appointed as an Amicus Curiae.  He has assisted the Court.  He be 

paid professional charges as per rules.  

 Learned Amicus Curiae  points out that the appellant has been 

falsely implicated in the present case; this was a case of rivalry.   

Record shows that PW-1 was the injured witness.  He has 

supported the contents of the FIR.  His statement was corroborated by 



the version of the second eye-witness namely PW-2.  Ex.PW-3/A is 

the MLC of the injured which has described the injury suffered by the 

victim.  The injuries were by knife and the knife has also been 

recovered.   The judgment calls for no interference.  However, noting 

the fact that the appellant having suffered his sentence and has since 

been released from jail, this appeal has become infructuous.  It is 

disposed of accordingly.  
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