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JUDGMENT:  (Per Hon’ble Dr.SA,J)  

            

 This Crim inal Appeal, under Sect ion 374 (2)  of the Code of 

Crim inal Procedure, 1973, is filed by the appellant / A1 challenging 

the Judgm ent , dated 11.07.2014, passed in S.C.No.126 of 2014 by 

the VI I I  Addit ional Sessions Judge, Mahabubnagar, whereby, the 

appellant / A-1 was convicted of the offence punishable under Sect ion 

302 I .P.C. and sentenced to undergo im prisonm ent  for life and to 

pay a fine of Rs.500/ - , in default , to undergo r igorous im prisonm ent  

for a period of three(3)  m onths. 

2. Heard the learned counsel for the appellant / A1, learned 

Addit ional Public Prosecutor appearing for the respondent -State and 

perused the record. 

3. I n the course of subm issions, it  is brought  to the not ice of this 

Court  by the learned Addit ional Public Prosecutor that  the subject  

death is hom icidal, however, the Doctor, who conducted post -

m ortem  exam inat ion over the dead body of the deceased, or any 

person, who has acquaintance with the writ ing of the said Doctor, 

was not  exam ined, but  the post -m ortem  exam inat ion report  was 

m arked as Ex.P10 through PW.12- I nvest igat ing Officer.   

4. As seen from  the m aterial placed on record, there is no 

dispute with regard to m arking of the post -m ortem  exam inat ion 

report  of the deceased as Ex.P10 through PW.12- the I nvest igat ing 
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Officer. But , the Doctor, who issued the post -m ortem  exam inat ion 

report , was not  exam ined. Exam inat ion of the Doctor, who 

conducted post -m ortem  exam inat ion over the dead body of the 

deceased, or any person, who has acquaintance with the writ ing of 

the said Doctor, is necessary to find out  whether the subject  death 

is hom icidal or not , the t im e of death etc. Under these 

circum stances, the im pugned Judgm ent , dated 11.07.2014, is liable 

to be set  aside. 

5. I n the result , the im pugned judgm ent , dated 11.07.2014, 

passed in Sessions Case No.126 of 2014 by the VI I I  Addit ional 

Sessions Judge, Mahabubnagar, is set  aside, and the m at ter is 

rem anded to the t r ial Court  with a direct ion to dispose of the subject  

Sessions Case afresh, after recording the evidence of Doctor 

concerned etc., as indicated above and providing opportunity to 

both sides to lead evidence, if any. The appellant / A1 shall be set  at  

liberty forthwith, if he is not  required in any other case and further, 

he is directed to appear before the t r ial Court , on all the dates when 

the case is taken up as indicated above.  

6. Accordingly, the Crim inal Appeal is allowed.   

 Miscellaneous Pet it ions, if any, pending in this Crim inal Appeal 

shall stand closed.  

_______________________ 

A. RAJASHEKER REDDY, J  

 

 

______________________ 

Dr . SHAMEEM AKTHER, J 

March 22nd,  2021. 
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