HOME-B1/355/2024-HOME G.0.(Ms)No.56/2026/HOME

Abstract

Prisons - Recommendation of the Jail Advisory Committee of Central
Prison & Correctional Home, Kannur - Premature release of prisoners -
Orders 1ssued.

HOME(B) DEPARTMENT
G.0.(Ms)No0.56/2026/HOME Dated, Thiruvananthapuram, 09-03-2026

Read: Letter  No.WP1-23424/2024/PrHQ,  dated  09.10.2024,
15.01.2025, 07.05.2025, 19.08.2025 & 19.01.2026 and Letter
No.KPCS/1872/2025/WP1, dated 29.09.2025 of the Director
General,Prisons & Correctional Services.

ORDER

As per rule 462 and 463 of Kerala Prisons and Correctional Services
(Management) Rules, 2014, Advisory Committees are constituted in each
Central Prison, Open Prison, Prison for Women and High Security Prison to
make recommendations to the Government for the premature release of
prisoners.

2. The Jail Advisory Committee of the Central Prison & Correctional
Home, Kannur, which met on 08.08.2024, recommended 38 prisoners for
premature release. The Director General of Prisons and Correctional
Services, as per the letters read above, has forwarded the minutes of the
meeting of the Advisory Committee, along with all supporting documents in
respect of the prisoners who have been recommended for premature release.

3. During the period in which the recommendation was being examined, 18
inmates were either released after completing their sentence or expired.

4. Government have examined the matter in detail and are pleased to order
the premature release of the following sixteen prisoners of Central Prison &
Correctional Home, Kannur, excluding C. No. 8251 Raja, C.No. 1236
Basheer, C.No. 188/15 Dharmarajan and C.No. 123/23 Shiju, whose
probation reports are not favour, by remitting their remaining period of
substantive sentence, in exercise of the powers conferred under Article 161
of the Constitution of India and subject to the conditions laid down in rule
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470 of the Kerala Prisons and Correctional Services (Management) Rules,
2014, and on the condition that the release will be effected only on payment
of fine, if any, or after undergoing the default sentence:

1.C.No. 7193 George
2.C.No. 704 Baburaj

3.C.No. 4765 Sabu

4. C.No0.5057 Kunhumon

5. C.No0.6691 Sundaran
6.C.No. 8083 Kailasan

7. C.No. 680 Padmanabhan
8. C.No. 1127 Balan Nair

9. C.No. 44/21 Vinu

10. C.No. 179/22 Aboobacker
11. C.No. 256/22 Mohanan
12. C.No0.614/22 Salam

13. C.No. 88/23 Sadu

14. C.No. 475/23 Pradeep
15. C.No. 594/18 Vasudevan
16. C.N0.644/19 Palan

(By order of the Governor)
BISHWANATH SINHA
ADDITIONAL CHIEF SECRETARY

To:

Additional Chief Secretary to Hon'ble Governor, Lok Bhavan,
Thiruvananthapuram

The State Police Chief, Thiruvananthapuram

The Director General of Prisons and Correctional Services,
Thiruvananthapuram (with case files)

Superintendent, Central Prison & Correctional Home, Kannur
General Administration (SC) Department

Law Department (Vide OPN-E1/135/2025-LAW dated 05.04.2025)
Information Officer, Web & New Media division, I&PRD
Stock file.

Forwarded /By order

Signed by
Amina B
Date: 10-03-2026 11:07:31
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Section Officer
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............. 33. Classifying to use a better word, typecasting convicts, through guidelines which are
inflexible, based on their crime committed in the distant past can result in the real danger of
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overlooking the reformative potential of each individual convict. Grouping types of convicts, based on
the offences they were found to have committed, as a starting point, may be justified. However, the
prison laws in India - read with Articles 72 and 161 encapsulate a strong underlying reformative
purpose. The practical impact of a guideline, which bars consideration of a premature release request
by a convict who has served over 20 or 25 years, based entirely on the nature of crime committed in
the distant past, would be to crush the life force out of such individual, altogether. Thus, for instance,
a 19 or 20 year old individual convicted for a crime, which finds place in the list which bars premature
release, altogether, would mean that such person would never see freedom, and would die within the
prison walls. There is a peculiarity of continuing to imprison one who committed a crime years earlier
who might well have changed totally since that time. This is the condition of many people serving very
long sentences. They may have killed someone (or done something much less serious, such as
commit a narcotic drug related offences or be serving a life sentence for other non-violent crimes) as
young individuals and remain incarcerated 20 or more years later. Regardless of the morality of
continued punishment, one may question its rationality. The question is, what is achieved by continuing
to punish a person who recognises the wrongness of what they have done, who no longer identifies
with it, and who bears little resemblance to the person they were years earlier? It is tempting to say
that they are no longer the same person. Yet, the insistence of guidelines, obdurately, to not look
beyond the red lines drawn by it and continue in denial to consider the real impact of prison good
behavior, and other relevant factors (to ensure that such individual has been rid of the likelihood of
causing harm to society) results in violation of Article 14 of the Constitution. Excluding the relief of
premature release to prisoners who have served extremely long periods of incarceration, not only
crushes their spirit, and instils despair, but signifies society's resolve to be harsh and unforgiving. The
idea of rewarding, a prisoner for good conduct is entirely negated.

34. In the petitioner's case, the 1958 Rules are clear a life sentence, is deemed to be 20 years of
incarceration. After this, the prisoner is entitled to premature release. 28 The guidelines issued by the
NHRC pointed out to us by the counsel for the petitioner, are also relevant to consider that of
mandating release, after serving 25 years as sentence (even in heinous crimes). At this juncture,
redirecting the petitioner who has already undergone over 26 years of incarceration (and over 35
years of punishment with remission), before us to undergo, yet again, consideration before the
Advisory Board, and thereafter, the state government for premature release - would be a cruel
outcome, like being granted only a salve to fight a raging fire, in the name of procedure. The grand
vision of the rule of law and the idea of fairness is then swept away, at the altar of procedure which
this court has repeatedly held to be a *handmaiden of justice".

35. Rule 376 of the 2014 Rules prescribes that prisoners shall be granted remission for keeping peace
and good behaviour in jail. As per the records produced by the State, the petitioner has earned over 8
years of remission, thus demonstrating his good conduct in jail. The discussions in the minutes of the
meetings of the Jail Advisory Board are also positive and find that he is hardworking, disciplined, and a
reformed inmate. Therefore, in the interest of justice, this court is of the opinion, that it would be
appropriate to direct the release of the petitioner, with immediate effect. It is ordered accordingly.

36. The writ petition, thus, stands allowed in the above terms. Pending applications, if any, are
disposed of.
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ANNEXURE - I

1. Section 77 of the THE KERALA PRISONS AND CORRECTIONAL SERVICES
(MANAGEMENT) ACT, 2010 confers Government the power of granting premature release to
prisoners either suo moto or on the recommendation of the Advisory Committee. As per rule 462 of
Kerala Prison and Correctional Services (Management) Rules, 2014 Jail Advisory Committees are
constituted in each Central Prison, Open Prison, High Security Prison and Prison for Women to
make recommendation for the premature release of prisoners. The Advisory Committee, Central
Prison and Correctional Home, Kannur held on 08.08.2024recommended 39 prisoners for granting

premature release. C No.4345 Ratheesh died on 16.10.2024.

2. As per the orders of the Hon'ble Supreme Court in Bilkis Yakub Rasool Vs. Union of
India, MANU/SC/0025/2024, the Court held that the appropriate Government is duty bound to
consider the fact of payment of fine while granting remission of sentence to the prisoner who has
been sentenced for payment of fine as well with his substantive sentence for imprisonment. As per
the judgment, not only the government but the Advisory Board are also duty bound to verify
whether the prisoner made the payment of fine before making the recommendation for premature
release of prisoner to the Government. As such the AD may be informed to be vigilant with regard
to verification of details regarding payment of fine by the prisoner before passing order of
remission. A/D may also be informed to furnish details regarding payment of fine, the period of set
off, if any, calculated along with the period of incarceration for premature release of a prisoner in
each case for perusal of this department. A/D may also be informed that while considering the cases
that involves sexual assault and rape against minor and mentally challenged girls and POCSO
related “offences, ‘A/D may ensure that it is fit case to be considered for Premature release or

ordinary leave.

3. This Department has examined the recommendation of the Jail Advisory Board with all case
files thoroughly. On the basis of a thorough examination of the details regarding the prisoners

available in the file, the Administrative Department may be informed as follows:

1.C.No. 7193 George S/o Kunjumon , Age 58

Details of conviction Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that on 27.08.1987, The District ~ Probation  Officer,
the accused murdered a young girl of 19 years | recommended his release. Police Report is
old at the courtyard of her house by stabbing with | adverse. Jail Advisory Board recommended
a knife. The incident was witnessed by her deaf | his release.
and dumb sister.

As per sec. 475 BNSS where a sentence
He was the accused in SC.No. | of imprisonment for life is imposed on
09/1988, dated 15.06.1988 of the Sessions Court, | conviction of a person for an offence for which




Thalassery and was convicted and-sentenced to
Imprisonment for life - u/s 302 IPC.

From the contents of the file it is seen that
the judgment of the convicting Court was
confirmed and the appeal was dismissed by the
High Court vide Judgment in Crl.A.No.310/88.
(Copy of the judgment not submitted)

death is one of the punishments provided by
law, such person shall not be released from
prison unless he had undergone atleast 14 years
of imprisonment. The prisoner has undergone
actual imprisonment of 16 years, 10 months
and 03 days as on 31.12.2023.

The judgments of the Hon'ble Sessions
Court, Thalassery in SC No0.09/1988, dated
15.06.1988,does not  contain any adverse
remarks on the premature release of the
prisoner. A/D should verify whether any
adverse remarks on the premature release of]
the prisoner contained in the judgment of]
Hon'ble High Court in CRLA 310/88.

However, there are no records in the file
regarding payment of fine imposed on the
convict. Hence A/D may verify the same.

In the above circumstances, A/D may be
informed that subject to any adverse remarks
on the premature release of the prisoner
contained in the judgment of Hon'ble High
Court in CRLA 310/88 , there are no other
legal impediments in granting premature
release to the prisoner .

2. C.No. 8251 Raja @ Ravi S/o Ramaswami ,Age

53

Details of conviction

Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that on 03-09-1999
Raja picked up quarell with one Manohari, a co-
worker near Thekkinkadu maidanam and pushed
her to the side of well and from there he picked
her up and dropped her into the well resulting in
death.

The prisoner was the accused in
SC.No.332/2001, dated 28.11.2001 of the
Additional District & Sessions Court Thrissur.
He was convicted and sentenced to
imprisonment for life - u/s 302 IPC. Set off
allowed.(Front page of the judgment is missing)

The judgment of the convicting Court was
confirmed and the appeal was dismissed by the
High Court vide Judgment in Crl.A.No.32
of 2002 dated 12.02.2004.

"The District Probation Officer, Dindigul| -
has not recommended his release. Police
Report is not received. Jail Advisory Board
recommended his release on the condition that
he maybe shifted to a rehabilitation centre after
release.

As per sec. 475 of BNSS where a sentence of]
imprisonment for life is imposed on conviction
of a person for an offence for which death is
one of the punishments provided by law, such
person shall not be released from prison unless

he had wundergone atleast 14 years of]
imprisonment.
The prisoner has wundergone actual

imprisonment of 24 years, 03 months and 27
days as on 31.12.2023.

Neither in the judgment of the of the




\©

~

Hon'ble Additional District & Sessions Court
Thrissur in SC.No0.332/2001, dated 28.11.2001
nor in the judgment of the Hon'ble High
Court in CRL.A.No.32 0f2002 dated,
12.02.2004 contain any adverse remarks
regarding the premature release of Raja @
Ravi.

Since the prisoner has completed the
minimum period stipulated by section 475 of]
BNSS, there is no legal impediment in his
premature release.

3. C.No. 704 Baburaj S/o Velappan, Age 64

Details of conviction

Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that on 01.02.2002
at small hours Baburaj strangulated his wife
Geetha to death.

The prisoner was the accused in
SC.No0.415/2003 of the Sessions Court Thrissur.
He was convicted and sentenced to
imprisonment for life - u/s 302 IPC. Set off
allowed.

The judgment of the convicting Court was
confirmed and the appeal was dismissed by the
High Court vide Judgment in Crl. Appeal
No0.794/2004(B) dated 30.11.2006.

The additional District Probation Officer
Thrissur recommended his release, with the
condition of rehabilitating the offender in an
institution which can provide psychiatric
treatment or post psychiatric treatment care and
support. Police Report is adverse. Jail Advisory
Board recommended his release.

As per sec. 475 of BNSS where a sentence
of imprisonment for life is imposed on
conviction of a person for an offence for which
death is one of the punishments provided by
law, such person shall not be released from
prison unless he had undergone atleast 14 years
of imprisonment. The convict has undergone
actual imprisonment of 21 years, 03 months
and 14 days as on 31.12.2023.

Neither in the judgment of the Hon'ble
Sessions Court, Thrissur in Sessions Case
No0.415/2003 nor in the judgment of the
Hon'ble High Court in Crl. Appeal
No0.794/2004(B) dated 30.11.2006 contain any
adverse remarks on the premature release of
Baburaj.

Since the prisoner has completed the
minimum period stipulated by section 475 of]
BNSS, there is no legal impediment in his
premature release.




4.C.No. 1191 Jose S/o Thomas, Age 83

Details of conviction

Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that on 23.11.2002 ,
he poured petrol over his wife Kochuthresia and
set fire due to suspicion in her chastity and she
succumbed to burn injuries.

He was the accused in SC.No.169/2004 of
the III - Addl.Sessions Judge (Adhoc) Fast Track
Court No.I, Thrissur and convicted and
sentenced to Imprisonment for life uw/s 302 IPC
and RI for 3 years ws 307 IPC. Substantive
sentences shall run concurrently. Set off allowed.

The judgment of the convicting Court was
confirmed and the appeal was dismissed by the
High Court vide Judgment in Crl. Appeal
No0.280/2005-A dated 17.09.2008.

The District Probation Officer, Thrissur
recommended his release with a condition that,
he shall not be sent home but only to an
institution outside Thrissur if he is granted
release. Police Report is adverse. Jail Advisory
Board recommended his release on a condition
he may be shifted to an old age home as there
are no relatives to accept him.

As per sec. 475 BNSS where a sentence of
imprisonment for life is imposed on conviction
of a person for an offence for which death is
one of the punishments provided by law, such
person shall not be released from prison unless
he had wundergone atleast 14 years of
imprisonment. The prisoner has undergone
actual imprisonment of 20 years, 10 months
and 10 days as on 31.12.2023.

There are no adverse remarks on the
premature release of Sri.Jose in the judgment
of the Hon'ble III - Addl.Sessions Judge
(Adhoc) Fast Track Court No.I, Thrissur in
Sessions Case No0.169/2004 and in the
judgment of Hon'ble High Court in Crl. Appeal
No0.280/2005-A dated 17.09.2008.

Since the prisoner has completed the
minimum period stipulated by section 475 0Of
BNSS, there is no legal impediment in his
premature release.

5. C.No 1236 Basheer@Kuttaippu S/o Abu, Age 50

Details of conviction

Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that as Basheer was
doubtful in his wife’s chastity, on 11.04.2003 he
stabbed her to death.

The convict was the accused in
SC.N0.443/2003 of the Additional District &
Sessions Court( Fast Track Court-I) Manjeri and
was convicted and sentenced to death u/s 302
IPC. (Front page of the judgment is missing)

On perusal of the A/D's file it is seen stated
that, the judgment of the convicting Court was
modified as life imprisonment by the High Court

The District Probation Officer,
Malappuram has not recommended his release.
And the Police Report is also adverse. Jail
Advisory Board recommended his release.

As per sec. 475 BNSS where a sentence of
imprisonment for life is imposed on conviction
of a person for an offence for which death is
one of the punishments provided by law, such
person shall not be released from prison unless
he had undergone atleast 14 years of
imprisonment. The prisoner has undergone
actual imprisonment of 19 years, 04 months
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vide Judgment in Crl. Appeal No.1705/2004
dated 05.07.2005. But the copy of the judgement
of the High Court is not submitted for perusal.
Since the prisoner was convicted for death
sentence as per the Sessions Court judgement, it
is unable for this department to offer remarks on
the premature release of the prisoner without
verifying the High Court judgment which
modified the death sentence into life
imprisonment.

6.C.No. 4765 Sabu S/o Divakaran, Age 54

Details of conviction

The Prosecution case is that on 08/07/2004
Sabu strangulated his wife Rajani by putting a
towel across her neck on suspicion on her
chastity.

He was the accused in SC.No.1638/2005 of
the Hon'ble Additional District & Sessions Court
(Adhoc-III) Thalassery. He was convicted and
sentenced to Rigorous Imprisonment for life and
to pay fine of Rs 25000/-
i/d SI for lyear u/s 302 IPC. Entitled to get set
off.

As per details furnished by the Superintendent,
Central Prison & Correctional Home, Kannur, the
sentence of the lower court was confirmed in
Appeal. But no appeal judgments are enclosed in
the case file. Hence AD may verify the same.

and 20 days as on 31.12.2023.

Since the prisoner was convicted for death
sentence as per the Sessions Court judgement,
it is unable for this department to offer remarks
on the premature release of the prisoner without
verifying the High Court judgment which
modified the death sentence into life
imprisonment.

Reasons for Recommendation

The District Probation Officer, Thalassery
recommended his release. Police Report is
adverse. Jail Advisory Board has recommended
his release.

As per sec. 475 BNSS where a sentence of
imprisonment for life is imposed on conviction
of a person for an offence for which death is one
of the punishments provided by law, such
person shall not be released from prison unless
he had wundergone atleast 14 years of
imprisonment. The prisoner has undergone
actual imprisonment of 19 years, 05 months and
25 daysason 31.12.2023.

The judgment of the Hon'ble Additional
District &  Sessions Court(  Adhoc-III)
Thalassery in Sessions Case No.1638/2005 does
not contain any adverse remarks on the
premature release of Sabu.

There are no records regarding the
payment of fine imposed on the convict. Hence
A/D may verify the same.

In the above circumstances, A/D may be
informed that on verification of payment of
fines by the convict and the judgment of the
appellate court, if any, there is no other legal
impediment in granting premature release to the
prisoner Sabu.

7.C.No. 4911 Mani S/o Chokran , Age 52

Details of conviction

Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that on 20.09.2006
Mani murderd his one month old newborn baby

The District Probation Officer, Wayanad
has recommended the release and Police report




due to suspicion about the chastity of his wife
and the parentage of the child.

He was the accused in SC.No0.03/2007 of
the Hon'ble Additional District & Sessions Court
(Adhoc-II) Kalpetta. He was convicted and
sentenced to Imprisonment for life u/s 302 IPC.
Entitled to get set off.

The judgment of the convicting Court was
confirmed and the appeal was dismissed by the
High Court vide Judgment in Crl. Appeal
No.1945/07(C) dated 02.01.2012.

is adverse. Jail Advisory Board recommended
his release.

As per sec. 475 BNSS where a sentence of]
imprisonment for life is imposed on conviction
of a person for an offence for which death is one
of the punishments provided by law, such
person shall not be released from prison unless
he had undergone atleast 14 years of
imprisonment. The prisoner has undergone
actual imprisonment of 17 years, 03 months and
05 days as on 31.12.2023.

There are no adverse remarks on the
premature release of Mani in  the judgment of
the Hon'ble Additional District & Sessions
Court (Adhoc-II) Kalpetta in Sessions Case
No0.03/2007 and in the judgement of Hon'ble
High Court in Crl. Appeal No.1945/07(C) dated
02.01.2012.

Since the prisoner has completed the
minimum period stipulated by section 475 0Of
BNSS, there is no legal impediment in his
premature release.

8. C.No 5057 Kunhumon Elias S/o Chako , Age 62

Details of conviction

The Prosecution case is that on 22-01-
2003 Kunhumon beheaded his wife with a
chopper due to suspicion in her chastity.

The prisoner was the accused in
SC.No0.35/2007 of the Sessions Court, Kalpetta
and convicted and sentenced to Imprisonment
for life u/s 302 IPC. Set off allowed.

The judgment of the convicting Court was
confirmed and the appeal was dismissed by
the High Court vide Judgment in Crl. Appeal
No.1595/2007 dated 25.01.2012.

The judgment of the Convicting Court and
Appellate Court was confirmed and the appeal
was dismissed by the Supreme Court vide
Judgment in SLP (Crl) No.4056/2013 dated
29/04/2013.

Reasons for Recommendation

The District Probation Officer, Kalpettta
has recommended his release. Police report is
adverse. Jail Advisory Board has recommended
his release.

As per sec. 475 BNSS where a sentence of]
imprisonment for life is imposed on conviction of
a person for an offence for which death is one of
the punishments provided by law, such person
shall not be released from prison unless he had
undergone atleast 14 years of imprisonment. He
has undergone actual imprisonment of 16 years,
11 months and 01 days as on 31.12.2023.

Neither in the judgment of the Hon'ble
Sessions Court, Kalpetta in Sessions Case
No0.35/2007 nor in the judgment of the Hon'ble
High Court in Crl. Appeal No.1595/2007 dated
25.01.2012, nor in the judgment of the Hon'ble
Supreme Court in SLP (Crl) No.4056/2013 dated
29/04/2013 contain any adverse remarks on the
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9. C.No. 6691 Sundaran S/o Basavan , Age 53

Details of conviction

The Prosecution case is that on 23.08.2004
Sundaran stabbed his wife to death due to
suspicion in her chastity.

He was the 1st accused in SC.No0.40/2007
of the Additional Sessions Court (ADHOC) -II,
Kalpetta and convicted and sentenced to

Imprisonment for life and to pay fine of Rs 25,
000/- i/d RI for 1 years u/s 302 IPC.

The judgment of the convicting Court was
confirmed and the appeal was dismissed by the
High Court vide Judgment in Crl. Appeal
No.514/09 dated 12.02.2014.

premature release of Kunhumon.

Since the prisoner has completed the
minimum period stipulated by section 475
BNSS, there is no legal impediment in his
premature release.

Reasons for Recommendation

The District Probation Officer, Mysore has
submitted a favourable report regarding his
release. Police report is not received. Jail
Advisory Board also recommended his release.

As per sec. 475 BNSS where a sentence of
imprisonment for life is imposed on conviction
of a person for an offence for which death is one
of the punishments provided by law, such person
shall not be released from prison unless he had
undergone atleast 14 years of imprisonment. He
has undergone actual imprisonment of 15 years,
04 months and 25 days as on 31.12.2023.

Neither in the judgment of the Hon'ble
Additional ~ Sessions Court (ADHOC) . -II,
Kalpetta in Sessions Case No.40/2007 nor in the
judgment of the Hon'ble High Court in Crl.
Appeal No..514/09 dated 12.02.2014 contain any
adverse remarks on the premature release of
Sundaran.

However, there are no records regarding the
payment of fine imposed on the convict. Hence| -
A/D may verify the same.

In the above circumstances, A/D may be
informed that subject to the verification of
payment of fines by the convict, there is no other
legal impediment in granting premature release
to the prisoner Sundaran.

10. C.No 8083 Kailasan S/o Karunakaran Age 5

=)

Details of conviction

Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that on 18.10.1999
Kailasan caused the death of his wife due to
suspicion in her chastity.

The prisoner was the accused in

SC.No.126/2003 of the Additional District &

The District Probation Officer, Ernakulam
recommended his release. The Police report is
adverse. Jail Advisory Board recommended
his release.

As per sec. 475 BNSS where a sentence of]



Sessions Court, North Paravur vide Judgment
dated 29.09.2007 was convicted and sentenced
to rigorous Imprisonment for life u/s 302 IPC.
Set off not allowed.

The judgment of the convicting Court was
confirmed and the appeal was dismissed by the
High Court vide Judgment in Crl. Appeal
No.1852/07 dated 13.03.2012.

11.C.No. 680 Padamnabhan (@ Padma S/o Peru

Details of conviction

The Prosecution case is that due to
previous enmity on 09.10.2000 Padmanabhan
along with Sivanesan committed murder of
Pushparani by hitting on the head with an iron
rod and chopping her neck with a knife and
stabbing on her chest and abdomen.

The prisoner was the second accused in
SC.No.81/2002 of the Additional Sessions
Court, North Paravur. He was convicted and
sentenced to Imprisonment for life u/s 302 [PC
and RI for 1 year u/s 201 IPC. Sentences shall
run concurrently. Entitiled to get set off.

The judgment of the convicting Court was
confirmed and the appeal was dismissed by the
High Court vide Judgment in Crl. Appeal
No.168/2003 dated 08.04.2005.

The prisoner was the second accused in
another case no. SC.N0.358/2003 of the

mal, Age 50

imprisonment for life is imposed on conviction
of a person for an offence for which death is one
of the punishments provided by law, such person
shall not be released from prison unless he had
undergone atleast 14 years of imprisonment. The
prisoner has undergone actual imprisonment of
15 years, 11 months and 23 days as on
31.12.2023.(A/D may verify whether the period
undergone by the prisoner before the conviction
as undertrial prisoner has been added to the
actual imprisonment which he had undergone.)

Neither in the Judgement of The Hon'ble
Additional Sessions Court, North Paravur in
Sessions Case No0.126/2003 and nor in the
Judgment of the Hon'ble High Court in Crl.
Appeal No. 1852/07 dated 13.03.2012 contain
any adverse remarks on the premature release of
Kailasan.

Subject to the verification of whether the
period undergone by the prisoner before the
conviction as under trial prisoner has been added
to the actual imprisonment which he had
undergone, there is no other legal impediment in
his premature release.

Reasons for Recommendation

The District Probation Officer, Dindigul
recommended his release. Police report is
adverse. Jail Advisory Board recommended his
release.

As per sec. 475 BNSS where a sentence of
imprisonment for life is imposed on conviction
of a person for an offence for which death is one
of the punishments provided by law, such person
shall not be released from prison unless he had
undergone atleast 14 years of imprisonment. The
prisoner has undergone actual imprisonment of]
23 years, 01 months and 29 days as on
31.12.2023.

The judgment of the Hon'ble Additional
Sessions Court, North Paravur in Sessions Case
No.81/2002, and the judgment of the Hon'ble
High Court in Crl. Appeal No.168/2003 dated
08.04.2005 does not contain any adverse
remarks on the premature release of the
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Additional Sessions Court, North Paravur. In
this case he was convicted and sentenced to
Imprisonment for life u/s 302 IPC and RI for 1
year ws 201 IPC. Sentences shall run
concurrently.

12. C.No. 1127 Balan Nair S/o Gopalan Nair, Age 74

Details of conviction

The Prosecution case is that due to
previous enmity, Balan Nair attacked his
neighbour Narayanan Nair, his wife and another
neighbour Sajeesh and murdered them.

The prisoner was the accused in
SC.No.218/2002 of the Additional District and
Sessions  Judge-I, Kozhikode. He was
convicted and sentenced to death u/s 302 IPC.
Copy of the judgment is not submitted for
perusal and hence the same could not be
verified.

The judgment of the convicting Court was
modified as Life Imprisonment by the High
Court vide Judgment in Crl. Appeal
No.16/2004 dated 15.09.2004.

prisoner.

Since the prisoner has completed the
minimum period stipulated by section 475 BNSS
in SC.No.81/2002 of the Additional Sessions

Court, North Paravur, there is no legal
impediment in his premature release in
SC.No.81/2002 of the Additional Sessions

Court, North Paravur.

Reasons for Recommendation

The District Probation Officer Kozhikode
has recommended his release. Police report is
adverse. Jail Advisory Board recommended
his release.

As per sec. 475 BNSS where a sentence of]
imprisonment for life is imposed on conviction
of a person for an offence for which death is one
of the punishments provided by law, such person
shall not be released from prison unless he had
undergone atleast 14 years of imprisonment. The
prisoner has undergone actual imprisonment of
20 years and 23 days as on 31.12.2023.

The judgment of the Hon'ble High Court in|.
Crl. Appeal No.16/2004 dated 15.09.2004 does
not contain any adverse remarks regarding the
premature release of Sri. Balan Nair.

Since the prisoner has completed the
minimum period stipulated by ‘section 475
BNSS, there is no legal impediment in his
premature release. However AD may consider
the nature and gravity of the offence committed
by the accused before granting premature
release.

13. C.No. 2202 Muyyan S/o Basavan, Age 71

Details of conviction

Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that on 14.02.2004,
Muyyan stabbed his wife Vellachi doubting her
chastity.

The prisoner is the 1st accused in
SC.No.97/2005 of the Sessions Court, Kalpetta
and convicted and sentenced to imprisonment
for life u/s 302 IPC. Set off is allowed.

The District Probation Officer, Wayanad
recommended his release. Police Report is
adverse. Jail Advisory Board recommended his
release.

As per sec. 475 BNSS where a sentence of|
imprisonment for life is imposed on conviction
of a person for an offence for which death is one




The judgment of the convicting Court was
confirmed and the appeal was dismissed by the
High Court vide Judgment in Crl. Appeal
No0.90/2007 dated 20.12.2011.

of the punishments provided by law, such person
shall not be released from prison unless he had
undergone atleast 14 years of imprisonment. The
prisoner has undergone actual imprisonment of|
19 years, 08 months and 14 days as on
31.12.2023.

In the judgments of the Hon'ble Sessions
Court, Kalpetta in Sessions Case 97/2005 dated
18.02.2006, and the Hon'ble High Court in Crl.
Appeal No.90/2007 dated 20.12.2011, there are
no adverse remarks regarding the premature
release of Muyyan.

Since the prisoner has completed the
minimum period stipulated by section 475
BNSS, there is no legal impediment in his
premature release.

14.C.No. 188/15 Dharmarajan @ Dharman S/o Krishnan Nadar,Age 66

Details of conviction

The Prosecution case is that consequent on
a family dispute, with a view to vindicate his
grudge towards his wife Chandrika, on
19.05.1998 Dharmarajan hacked her to death
with a chopper

The prisoner was the accused in
SC.No0.794/2013 of the Sessions Court - V,
Palakkad. He was convicted and sentenced to
imprisonment for life for life u/s 302 IPC.

From the contents of the file it is seen that the
judgment of the convicting Court was
confirmed and the appeal was dismissed by the
High Court and the details thereof appeal is not
known. Copy of the appellate court judgment is
also not submitted.

Reasons for Recommendation

The District Probation Officer, and Police
have not recommended for his release. Jail
Advisory Board recommended his release.

As per sec. 475 BNSS where a sentence of]
imprisonment for life is imposed on conviction
of a person for an offence for which death is one
of the punishments provided by law, such person
shall not be released from prison unless he had
undergone atleast 14 years of imprisonment. The
prisoner has undergone actual imprisonment of
25 years, 07 months, 08 days as on 31.12.2023.

The judgment of the Hon'ble Sessions Court
-V, Palakkad in Sessions Case 794/2013 dated
09.03.2015, does not contain any adverse
remarks on the premature release of
Dharmarajan. AD may also verify if any appeal
was filed and whether there is any advrse
remarks in the judgment, if any, of the High
court.

Subject to the above, since the prisoner has
completed the minimum period stipulated by
section 475 BNSS, there is no legal impediment
in his premature release.
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15. C.No. 44/21 Vinu@Ammachi Vinu S/o Rajappan , Age 39

Details of conviction

Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that on 28.01.2004
Vinu trespassed into a 55 year old lady’s house
who is his neighbour, killed her with a chopper
and robbed her gold ornaments.

the
Addl.

accused in
District &

The  prisoner was
SC.N0.494/2005 of the
Sessions  Judge (Adhoc) Fast Track-III,
Pathanamthitta. He was convicted and
sentenced to imprisonment for life u/s 302 [PC
and RI for 7 years & fine of Rs. 5000 i/d SI for
3 months u/s 392 IPC and RI for 3 months u/s
447 IPC. Set off allowed. Substantive sentences
shall run concurrently.

The judgment of the convicting Court was
confirmed and the appeal was dismissed by the
High Court vide Judgment in Crl. Appeal
No.817/2022 dated 27.06.2023.

The District Probation Officer, Kollam
recommended his release. Police Report is
adverse. Jail Advisory Board recommended his
release.

As per sec. 475 BNSS where a sentence of]
imprisonment for life is imposed on conviction
of a person for an offence for which death is one
of the punishments provided by law, such person
shall not be released from prison unless he had
undergone atleast 14 years of imprisonment. The
prisoner has undergone actual imprisonment of
19 years, Il months and 05 days as on
31.12.2023.

The judgment of the Hon'ble Addl. District
& Sessions Judge (Adhoc) Fast Track-III,
Pathanamthitta in Sessions Case No0.494/2005,
and the judgment of the Hon'ble High Court in
Crl. Appeal No.817/2022 dated 27.06.2023 does
not contain any adverse remarks on the
premature release of Vinu.

However, there are no records regarding the
payment of fine imposed on the convict. Hence
A/D may verify the same.

In the above circumstances, A/D may be
informed that subject to the verification of
payment of fines by the convict, there is no other
legal impediment in granting premature release
to the prisoner.

16.C.No. 179/22 Aboobaker S/o Ahammed, Age 71

Details of conviction
The Prosecution case is that on 11.10.2005

Aboobaker stabbed his wife with a knife and
she succumbed to injuries.

The prisoner was the accused in
SC.No0.494/2006 of Additional Sessions Court
(Adhoc) -I, Manjeri and was convicted and
sentenced to imprisonment for life and pay fine
of Rs.10000/- i/d RI 2 years u/s 302 IPC. Set off
allowed.

The judgment of the convicting Court was

Reasons for Recommendation

The District Probation Officer,
Malappuram recommended his release. Police
report is adverse. Jail Advisory Board

recommended his release.

As per sec. 475 BNSS where a sentence of]
imprisonment for life is imposed on conviction
of a person for an offence for which death is one
of the punishments provided by law, such person
shall not be released from prison unless he had
undergone atleast 14 years of imprisonment. The
prisoner has undergone actual imprisonment of




confirmed and the appeal was dismissed by the
High Court vide Judgment in Crl. Appeal
No0.2242/2007(A) dated 20.12.2011.

17.C.No. 256/22 Mohanan@kattil Mohanan S/o

Details of conviction

The Prosecution case is that, due to the
previous enmity, on 07.02.2001 with an
intention to kill Babu, the accused Mohanan
him stabbed on his chest and other body parts
resulting in death and also stabbed the deceased
Babu’s father and injured him.

He was the accused in SC.No0.466/03 of
Sessions Court Thalassery convicted and
sentenced to Imprisonment for life and to pay
fine of Rs 25,000/- i/d SI for 2 years u/s 302
[PC and RI for 2 years and a fine of Rs 5000-/-
i/d SI for 3 months u/s 452 [PC and RI for 6
months u/s 324 IPC. Substantive sentences shall
run concurrently. Set off is allowed.(page
number 25 of the judgment is seen missing.
Hence cannot verify whether any adverse
remarks on the premature release contained in
the judgment)

The judgment of the convicting Court was
confirmed and the appeal was dismissed by the
High Court vide Judgment in Crl. Appeal
No.750/2008 dated 12.10.2012.

[t is seen from the contents of the file that the
Supreme Court has confirmed the sentence, but

18 years, 02 months and 20 days as
31.12.2023.

on

The judgment of the Hon'ble Additional
Sessions Court (Adhoc) -I, Manjeri in Sessions
Case No. 494/2006 and the judgment of the
Hon'ble High Court in Crl. Appeal No.2242/07A
dated 20.12.2011 does not contain any adverse
remarks on the premature release of
Aboobacker.

However, there are no records regarding the
payment of fine imposed on the convict. Hence
A/D may verify the same.

In the above circumstances, A/D may be
informed that subject to the verification of
payment of fine by the convict, there is no other
legal impediment in granting premature release
to the prisoner.

Kelu , Age 70

Reasons for Recommendation

The District Probation Officer, Thalassery
recommended his release. Police report is
adverse. Jail Advisory Board recommended his
release.

As per sec. 475 BNSS where a sentence of
imprisonment for life is imposed on conviction
of a person for an offence for which death is one
of the punishments provided by law, such person
shall not be released from prison unless he had
undergone atleast 14 years of imprisonment. The
Prisoner has undergone actual imprisonment of
15 years, 01 months and 11 days as on
31.12.2023.

No adverse remarks on the premature
release of Mohanan is seen in the Judgment
of the Hon'ble High Court Crl. Appeal
No.750/2008 dated 12.10.2012. Since page
number 25 of the judgment of the convicting
court is missing A/D may verify the same. A/D
may also verify whether there are adverse
remarks in the Supreme Court judgment, if
any.

There are no records as to the payment of|
fine imposed on the convict. Hence A/D may
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no copy of the judgment is enclosed hence A/D
may verify the same.

verify the same.

In the above circumstances, A/D subject to
the verification of payment of fines and the
circumstances stated above there is no other
legal impediment in granting premature release
to the prisoner.

18.C.No. 614/22 Salam @ Salavudeen S/o Sulaiman Ravuthar, Age: 56

Details of conviction

The Prosecution case is that, on 02/09/2002
Salam brandishing a knife, chased his wife
Prasanna and stabbed her to death. He stabbed
his father in law also.

The prisoner was the accused in
SC.No0.312/2005 of Addl. District & Sessions
Judge (Adhoc) Fast Track Il Pathanamthitta. He
was convicted and sentenced to imprisonment
for life and to pay fine of Rs.10,000/- i/d
rigorous imprisonment for 1 year u/s 302 IPC
and RI for 7 years ws 307 IPC and RI for 3
years and pay a fine of Rs. 3,000/- i/d
imprisonment for 6 months u/s 449 IPC to be
suffered consecutively .It is stated in the
Judgment that the accused has been in judicial
custody from 20.04.2005 till the date of
Judgment. The Court has stated that appropriate
government may consider that aspect while
considering the question of remission of life
imprisonment.

The judgment of the convicting court was
confirmed and the order of the lower court
regarding substantive sentence was modified to
run consecutively along with life imprisonment

vide Judgment of the High Court in Crl. Appeal |

No.68/2006 dated 04.11.2009.

- of fine imposed on the convict .

Reasons for Recommendation

The District Probation Officer,
Pathanamthitta recommended his release.
Police report is adverse. Jail Advisory Board
recommended his release.

As per sec. 475 BNSS where a sentence of
imprisonment for life is imposed on conviction
of a person for an offence for which death is one
of the punishments provided by law, such person
shall not be released from prison unless he had
undergone atleast 14 years of imprisonment. The
prisoner has undergone actual imprisonment of
18 years, 08 months and 15 days as on
31.12.2023.

Neither in the judgment of the Hon'ble Addl.
District & Sessions Judge (Adhoc) Fast Track II
Pathanamthitta in Sessions Case No.312/05 nor
in the judgment of the Hon'ble High Court in
Crl. Appeal No.68/2006 dated 04.11.2009
contain any adverse remarks on the premature
release of the prisoner.

There are no records regarding the payment|
Hence A/D
may verify the same.

In the above circumstances, A/D may be|
informed that subject to the verification of
payment of fines by the convict, there is no other
legal impediment in granting premature release
to the prisoner. ‘

19.C.No. 88/23 Sadu @ Sadanandan S/o Vasu, Age: 63

Details of conviction

Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that on 18.01.2005
Sadu committed the murder of his wife using a
chopper due to the suspicion of her chastity.

The District Probation Officer, Thrissur
recommended for his release. Police report is
adverse. Jail  Advisory  Board  have




He was the accused in SC.N0.95/2006 of the
Additional Sessions (Fast Track Court-II Adhoc)
Thrissur and the court convicted and sentenced
to RI for Life and to pay fine of Rs.100000/-
each to the two children of the deceased within
six months from this day and in default,he shall
undergo further rigourous imprisonment for a
period of 3 years u/s 302 IPC. set off allowed
on substantive sentences only when passing
orders under Sec.433 CrPC.

He was the accused in CC.No.69/03 of
JFCM I Kodungallur convicted and sentenced
to Imprisonment for 2 years and to pay fine of
Rs.1,000/- i/d Imprisonment for 6 months w/s
326 IPC vide judgement dated 14.06.2005.
(copy of the judgment not available for perusal.)

20.C.No. 475/23 Pradeep S/o Krishnan , Age 42

recommended his release.

As per sec. 475 BNSS where a sentence of]
imprisonment for life is imposed on conviction
of a person for an offence for which death is one
of the punishments provided by law, such person
shall not be released from prison unless he had
undergone atleast 14 years of imprisonment. He
has undergone actual imprisonment of 16 years,
26 days ason 31.12.2023.

Judgment of the Hon'ble Additional Sessions
(Fast Track Court-Il Adhoc) Thrissur in
SC.N0.95/06 does not contain any adverse
remarks on the premature release of]
Sadanandan.

There are no records regarding the payment of
fine imposed on the convict. Hence A/D may
verify the same.

When the accused was convicted in
SC.No0.95/2006 by the Additional Sessions (Fast
Track Court-II Adhoc) Thrissur, he was already
undergoing sentence in CC.No0.69/03 of JFCM I
Kodungallur in which he was convicted and
sentenced to Imprisonment for 2 years and to
pay fine of Rs.1,000/- i/d Imprisonment for 6
months ws 326 IPC vide judgement dated
14.06.2005. Hence, the RI imposed on him in
SC.N0.95/2006 of the Additional Sessions (Fast
Track Court-II Adhoc) Thrissur. There are no|
positive remarks in the subsequent judgment to
get over the rigour under sub section (1) of]
section 467 of BNSS. Hence his sentence for life
imprisonment in  SC.N0.95/2006 of the
Additional Sessions (Fast Track Court-II Adhoc)
Thrissur will only be commence after the
completion of sentence period in the previous
conviction i.e., in CC.No0.69/03 of JFCM I
Kodungallur. More over there is specific
direction as to default sentence in the above
sessions case on default of payment of fine.

In the above circumstances, A/D may be
informed to verify time period covered by the
subsequent sentence is also undergone before
granting order to release the prisoner.
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Details of conviction

Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that on 06-01-2007
Pradeep took away a gold merchant Ganesh Sait
to Coimbatore on the pretense that they have to

meet some persons in connection with the gold |

business and he killed him and abandoned his
dead body in the water channel under a bridge
in the Sathyamanghalam forest in Tamil nadu.

He was the Ist accused in
SC.No.1013/2007 of Sessions Court Thrissur
and was convicted and sentenced

[mprisonment for life and to pay fine of Rs
5,00,000/- i/d RI for 5 more years u/s 302 [PC
and Imprisonment for life and to pay fine of Rs.

4,00,000/- i/d RI for 4 more months u/s 394 r/w

397 IPC and RI for 7 years and to pay fine of
1,00,000/- i/d RI for 2 years u/s 201 IPC. Set
off allowed and substantive sentences shall run
concurrently.

The judgment of the convicting court was |

confirmed and the appeal was dismissed and
set off again allowed by the High Court vide
Judgment in Crl. Appeal No.1811/2009 &
Crl.A. 2083/2009 dated 07.09.2016.

i
I

~ shall not be released from prison unless he had

The District Probation Officer, Palakkad
recommended his release. Police report is
adverse. Jail  Advisory  Board have
recommended his release.

As per sec. 475 BNSS where a sentence of|
imprisonment for life is imposed on conviction
of a person for an offence for which death is one
of the punishments provided by law, such person

undergone atleast 14 years of imprisonment. The
prisoner has undergone actual imprisonment of]
14 years, 08 months and 19 days as on
31.12.2023.

Neither in the Judgment of the Hon'ble
Sessions Court, Thrissur in Sessions Case
No0.103/2007 nor in the Judgement of Hon'ble
High Court in Crl.A.No.1811/2009 dated
07.09.2016 contain no adverse remarks on the
premature release of Pradeep.

There are no records regarding payment of
fine imposed on the convict. Hence A/D may|
verify the same.

In the above circumstances, A/D may be
informed that subject to the verification of
payment of fines by the convict, there is no other
legal impediment in granting premature release
to the prisoner.

21.C.No 594/18 Vasudevan S/o Pazhaniyappan , Age: 73

Details of conviction

Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that on 19.02.2014
and before that for a period of about four years,
Vasudevan sexually assaulted a minor girl, aged
13 years of age continuously from the age of 5.

He was the accused in SC.No.109/2015 of
Additional Sessions Court, Palakkad. He was
convicted and sentenced to Rigorous
Imprisonment for 10 years and to pay fine of
Rs.1,00,000/- i/d RI for 1 year u/s 376(2)(i) IPC
and RI for 10 years and to pay fine of
Rs.1,00,000/- i/d RI for 1 years u/s 376(2)(n)
[PC. The substantive sentence shall run
concurrently. Set off allowed.

. has recommended for his release. Police report

The District Probation Officer, Palakkad

is adverse. Jail Advisory Board have
recommended his release.

As per Rule 464 (1)(viii) of Kerala Prisons
and Correctional Services Management Rules,
2014 provide that male prisoners above 65 years
and female prisoners above 55 years and infirm
offenders, who do not come within the purview
of section 433 A of Code of Criminal Procedure,
1973 and who are sentenced for one year or
more, on completion of one third of the
substantive sentence including remission, shall
be considered the Board on the condition that




they shall be in jail for at least one year. The
prisoner has undergone actual imprisonment of
05 years, 08 months and 03 days as on
31.12.2023 and aged 73 years.

Judgment of the Hon'ble Additional Sessions|
Court, Palakkad in Sessions Case
No.109/2015 does not contain any adverse
remarks on the premature release of
Vasudevan. |

|

There are no records regarding payment of

fine imposed on the convict . Hence A/D may
verify the same.

In the above circumstances, A/D may be
informed that subject to the verification of
payment of fines by the convict, there is no other
legal impediment in granting premature release
to the prisoner.

22.C.No 644/19 Palan S/o Thadiyan Palan , Age: 66

Details of conviction

The Prosecution case is that the accused
Palan, along with the victim and her parents had

gone to Mangalore for job purpose. They stayed |
about one month in Mangalore in a shed in |
connection with the job purpose. During this |
period, the accused sexually assaulted and raped
the victim repeatedly and She conceived and

also had premature delivery.

Prisoner was the accused in
SC.No.105/2018 of The Special Court for the
trial of offences against Children (Additional
Sessions Court - I, Manjeri.) The prisoner was
convicted and sentenced to RI for 10 years and
to pay a fine of Rs.50,000/- i/d RI for 6 months
u/s 376(2)(f)(n)(i) IPC and section 6 r/w 5(1)(n)
of the POCSO Act. Set off allowed.

Malappuram has

Reasons for Recommendation

The District Probation Officer,
recommended his release.
Police report is adverse. Jail Advisory Board has
recommended his release.

As per Rule 464 (1)(viii) of Kerala Prisons
and Correctional Services Management Rules,
2014 provide that male prisoners above 65 years
and female prisoners above 55 years and infirm
offenders, who do not come within the purview
of section 433A of Code of Criminal Procedure,
1973 and who are sentenced for one year or|
more, on completion of one third of the
substantive sentence including remission, shall|
be considered the Board on the condition that
they shall be in jail for at least one year. The
prisoner has undergone actual imprisonment of]
06 years, 03 months and 14 days as on
31.12.2023 and he is aged 66 years.

The judgment of the Hon'ble Additional
Sessions Court-I, Manjeri in
SC.No.105/2018 does not contain any adverse
remarks on the premature release of Palan.

There are no records regarding payment of]
fine imposed on the convict . Hence A/D may
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23.C.No. 271/23 Mani S/o Appu , Age: 67

Details of conviction

The Prosecution case is that on 09.10.2020
during noon, the accused in the court yard of his
house with the sexual intent had lifted his dhoti

while she was standing in the house compound.

The prisoner was the accused in
SC.No.07/2021 of Fast Track Special Court,
Kalpetta and was convicted and sentenced
Imprisonment for 2 years and to pay fine of
Rs.20,000/- i/d SI for 2 months u/s 509 IPC
and Imprisonment for 2 years and to pay fine
of Rs.20,000/- i/d SI for 2 months u/s 12 r/w
11(1) of POCSO Act. Substantive sentence shall
run concurrently. Set off allowed.

- to the prisoner

- recommended his release.
and showed his sexual organ to a 8 year old girl |

' 11 months and 25 days as on 31.12.2023 and he|
is aged 67 years.

. Court, Kalpetta in Sessions Case No.07/2021

verify the same.

In the above circumstances, A/D may be
informed that subject to the verification of
payment of fines by the convict, there is no other
legal impediment in granting premature release|

Reasons for Recommendation

Probation Officer's report is not available.
Police report is adverse. Jail Advisory Board has

As per Rule 464 (1)(viii) of Kerala Prisons
and Correctional Services Management Rules,
2014 provide that male prisoners above 65 years
and female prisoners above 55 years and infirm
offenders, who do not come within the purview
of section 433 A of Code of Criminal Procedure,
1973 and who are sentenced for one year or
more, on completion of one third of the
substantive sentence including remission, shall
be considered the Board on the condition that
they shall be in jail for at least one year. The
prisoner has undergone actual imprisonment of|

Judément of the Hon'ble Fast Track Special

does not contain any adverse remarks on the
premature release of Mani.

There are no records regarding payment of
fine imposed on the convict . Hence A/D may
verify the same.

In the above circumstances, A/D may be
informed that the fact of the non availabilty of]
probation report may be noted and subject to the
verification of payment of fines by the convict,
there is no other legal impediment in granting
premature release to the prisoner.

24.C.No. 698/16 Sivan S/o Velayudhan , Age: 45

Details of conviction

Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that on 25.07.2003
Sivan sexually assaulted a 16 year old mentally

The District Probation Officer, Palakkad
recommended his release. Police report is




retarded minor girl.

The prisoner was the accused in
SC.No.757/2005  of Additonal  Assistant
Sessions Court Palakkad. Copy of the judgment
not submitted for perusal. From the contents of
the file it is seen that the prisoner was
convicted and sentenced to RI for 10 years
and to pay fine of Rs.1,00,000/- i/d
imprisonment for 2 months u/s 376 IPC.

The judgment of the convicting Court was
confirmed and the appeal was dismissed by the
High Court vide Judgment in Crl. Appeal
No.1406/2008 dated 31.05.2016. The Appellate
Court has stated that the accused does not
deserve any sympathy or lenient consideration
in the matter of sentence.

. not

adverse. Jail Advisory Board recommended his
release.

Rule 464((1)(v) of Kerala Prisons and
Correctional Services Management Rules, 2014,
stipulates that with regard to Non-habitual male
and young offenders, in cases other than those
sentenced to imprisonment for life but sentenced
to a term of imprisonment for more than one
year on completion of half of their substantive
sentence including remission but for those
sentenced for one year only shall be considered,
subject to the condition that one year including
remission is completed. The prisoner has
undergone actual imprisonment of 07 years, 04
months and 25 days as on 31.12.2023.

The judgment of the Hon'ble Additional
Assistant Sessions Court Palakkad in Sessions
Case No.757/2005 is not submitted for
perusal. Hence the same is not perused. The
appellate Court has stated that the accused does
deserve any sympathy or lenient
consideration in the matter of sentence. However
there are no adverse remarks regarding
premature release of the prisoner.

There are no records regarding the payment of]
fine imposed on the convict. Hence A/D may
verify the same.

In the above circumstances, A/D may be
informed that subject to the verification of
payment of fines by the convict and whether any
adverse remarks regarding the premature release
of the prisoner in SC.N0.757/2005 of Additional
Assistant Sessions Court Palakkad , there is no
other legal impediment in granting premature
release to the prisoner.

25.C.No. 988/16 Abdul Rahman S/o Abdulla , Age: 60
Details of conviction Reasons for Recommendation
The Prosecution case is that on 09.08.2009 The District Probation Officer, Palakkad

Abdul Rahman raped a 10 year old minor girl.

The prisoner was the accused in
SC.No0.472/2011 of Additional Sessions Court-I,
Palakkad and was convicted and sentenced RI

has recommended his release. Police report is
adverse. Jail Advisory Board has recommended
his release.

Rule 464((1)(v) of Kerala Prisons and




for 10 years and to pay fine of Rs. 2,00,000/- i/d
RI for 2 years u/s 376(2)(f) IPC and RI for 2
years more u/s 506(i) IPC and RI for 2 years
more u/s 201 IPC. The sentences shall run
concurrently. Set off is allowed as per Sec. 428
from 17.08.2009 to till 22.10.2009 against the
substantive sentence of imprisonment impossed.
The convicting Court has also stated that the
accused does not deserve any sympathy or
lenient consideration in the matter of
sentence.

The judgment of the convicting Court was
confirmed and the appeal was dismissed by the
High Court vide Judgment in Crl. Appeal
No.718/2017 dated 07.08.2020.

26.C.No. 532/17 Balan S/o Pulayan , Age: 47

Details of conviction

The Prosecution case is that the accused
on 12.06.2016 committed murder of his wife
Janu.

The was the accused in SC.N0.343/2016 of
the Addl. Dist & Sessions Court-I, Kalpetta and
was convicted and sentenced to RI for 10 years
and to pay fine of Rs. 300000/-i/d SI for 2 years
u/s 304 IPC. Set off allowed.

The convicting court has also stated that the
accused is the owner of the house/shed bearing
No. TP-XIII/353 of Thondarnadu Grama
Panchayat and hence the entire fine amount
shall be realised from the assets of the accused

Correctional Services Management Rules, 2014,
stipulates that with regard to Non-habitual male
and young offenders, in cases other than those
sentenced to imprisonment for life but sentenced
to a term of imprisonment for more than one
year on completion of half of their substantive
sentence including remission but for those
sentenced for one year only shall be considered,
subject to the condition that one year including
remission is completed. The prisoner has
undergone actual imprisonment of 07 years, 04
months and 17 days as on 31.12.2023.

The judgments of the Hon'ble Additional
Sessions Court-I, Palakkad in SC No0.472/2011
and the Hon'ble High Court in Crl. Appeal
No.718/2017 dated 07.08.2020 does not contain,
any adverse remarks on the premature release of
the prisoner. However the convicting Court has
stated that the accused does not deserve any
sympathy or lenient consideration in the matter
of sentence.

There are no records regarding the payment
of fine imposed on the convict. Hence A/D may
verify the same.

In the above circumstances, A/D may be
informed that subject to the verification of
payment of fines by the convict, there is no other
legal impediment in granting premature release
to the prisoner.

Reasons for Recommendation

The District Probation Officer, Wayanad
has not recommended his release. Police Report
is also adverse. Jail Advisory Board has
recommended his release.

Rule 464((1)(v) of Kerala Prisons and
Correctional Services Management Rules, 2014,
stipulates that with regard to Non-habitual male
and young offenders, in cases other than those
sentenced to imprisonment for life but sentenced
to a term of imprisonment for more than one year
on completion of half of their substantive sentence
including remission but for those sentenced for
one year only shall be considered, subject to the
condition that one year including remission is




under Sec. 421 Cr.PC.

completed. The prisoner has undergone actual
imprisonment of 07 years, 06 months and 17 days
as on 31.12.2023.

The judgments of the Addl. Dist & Sessions
Court-I, Kalpetta in SC No.343/2016 does not
contain any adverse remarks on the premature
release of the prisoner.

There are no records regarding the paymenti
- of fine imposed on the convict. Hence A/D may
verify the same.

In the above circumstances, A/D may be
informed that subject to the wverification of
payment of fines by the convict, there is no other
legal impediment in granting premature release
to the prisoner.

27. C.No. 943/17 Abdul Rahman S/o Aboobacker , Age: 64

Details of conviction

Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that Abdul
Rahman committed rape on his brother’s
mentally retarded 16 year old girl from his
house and as a result girl became pregnant.

The prisoner was the accused in
SC.No0.20/2007 of the Assistant Sessions Court,
Koyilandy and convicted and sentenced to
Imprisonment for 10 years and to pay fine of
Rs. 25,000/-1/d SI for 6 months u/s 376 IPC.

[t is seen from the contents of the file that the
High Court has confirmed the sentence but the
copy of the judgment has not enclosed for
purusal. Hence A/D may verify the same, if
any.

The District Probation Officer Kozhikode
recommended his release. Police Report is
adverse. Jail Advisory Board has recommended
his release.

1

Rule 464((1)(v) of Kerala Prisons and
Correctional Services Management Rules, 2014,
stipulates that with regard to Non-habitual male
and young offenders, in cases other than those
sentenced to imprisonment for life but sentenced
to a term of imprisonment for more than one year
on completion of half of their substantive
sentence including remission but for those
sentenced for one year only shall be considered,
subject to the condition that one year including
remission is completed. He has undergone actual |
imprisonment of 06 years, 01 month and 10 days
ason 31.12.2023.

The judgment of the Assistant Sessions
Court, Koyilandy in SC No..20/2007 does not
contain any adverse remarks on the premature
release of the prisoner.It is seen from the contents
of the file that the High Court has confirmed the
sentence but the copy of the judgment has not|
enclosed for purusal. Hence A/D may verify the
same, if any.

There are no records regarding the payment
of fine imposed on the convict. Hence A/D may




 of judgment, if any as afore mentioned there is

verify the same.

In the above circumstances, A/D may be
informed that subject to the verification of
payment of fines by the convict and verification

no other legal impediment in granting premature
release to the prisoner.

28.C.No. 170/18 Subodh Ekka S/o Fabiyanos Ekka , Age: 32

Details of conviction

T

Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that Subodh Ekka
sexually assaulted a minor girl aged 14
promising to marry her and brought her to his
own native place and continued the assault there

also. The prisoner was reciprocally transferred
to Birza Munda Central Jail, Jharkhand.

He was the accused in SC.N0.395/2016 of
the Addl. Dist & Sessions Court-I, Palakkad and
convicted and sentenced to RI for 5 years and
to pay fine of Rs.50000/- i/d RI for 1 year u/s
363 IPC and RI for 10 years and to pay fine of
Rs.100000/- i/d RI for 2 years u/s 376(2)(i) IPC.
Substantive sentence shall run concurrently. Set
off allowed.

- sentence including remission but - for those

The District Probation Officer, Gumla,
Jharkhand informed that the family members of
the prisoner are ready to adopt the prisoner as
well as the local villagers. Police Report is not
available. Jail Advisory Board recommended his
release.

Rule 464((1)(v) of Kerala Prisons and
Correctional Services Management Rules, 2014,
stipulates that with regard to Non-habitual male
and young offenders, in cases other than those
sentenced to imprisonment for life but sentenced
to a term of imprisonment for more than one
year on completion of half of their substantive

sentenced for one year only shall be considered,
subject to the condition that one year including
remission is completed. The prisoner has
undergone actual imprisonment of 06 years, 01
month and 10 days as on 31.12.2023.

The judgment of the Addl. Dist & Sessions
Court-I, Palakkad in SC No0.395/2016 does not
contain any adverse remarks on the premature
release of the prisoner.

There are no records regarding the payment
of fine imposed on the convict. Hence A/D may
verify the same.

In the above circumstances, A/D may be
informed that it may noted that the police report
is not received and subject to the verification of
payment of fines by the convict, there is no other
legal impediment in granting premature release
to the prisoner.

29.C.No 202/21 Santhosh S/o Soman , Age: 49



Details of conviction

Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that during the
month of May 2018, the accused who is the
uncle of the minor victim assaulted her while
she was sleeping.

He was the accused in SC.N0.331/2019 of
the Fast Track Special Court Kalpetta and
convicted and  sentenced to simple
imprisonment for 5 years and to pay fine of Rs.
5,000/- i/d SI for 3 months w/s 10 r/w 9(n) of
POCSO Act. Set off allowed.

The District Probation Officer Wayanad,
recommended his release. But the Police Report|
is adverse. Jail Advisory Board recommended;
his release. ‘

Rule 464((1)(v) of Kerala Prisons and
Correctional Services Management Rules, 2014,i
stipulates that with regard to Non-habitual male
and young offenders, in cases other than those}
sentenced to imprisonment for life but sentenced
to a term of imprisonment for more than one
year on completion of half of their substantive
sentence including remission but for those
sentenced for one year only shall be considered,
subject to the condition that one year including
remission is completed. The prisoner hasi

undergone actual imprisonment of 03 years, 02

~ months and 03 days as on 31.12.2023.

:Court
'No0.331/2019 does

Judgment of the Hon'ble Fast Track Special|
Kalpetta in Sesstons Case|
not contain any adverse

remarks on the premature release of the prisoner.

There are no records regarding the payment|
of fine imposed on the convict. Hence A/D may|
verify the same. |
|

In the above circumstances, A/D may be
informed that subject to the verification of
payment of fines by the convict, there is no other
legal impediment in granting premature release

to the prisoner.

30.C.No. 176/22 Koggu S/o Sundharan , Age: 48

Details of conviction

Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that, due to
political enmity, 09.10.1998 he and three others
assaulted one santhosh and caused his death.

Copy of the judgment not submitted for
perusal. From the contents of the file it is seen
that the prisoner was the second accused in
SC.No0.199/2003 of the Hon'ble Sessions Court,
Kasargod wherein he was convicted and
sentenced to Imprisonment RI for 7 years u/s
304 Part I [PC. Set off allowed.

The District Probation Officer, Kasargod,
recommended his release. Police Report is
adverse. Jail Advisory Board has recommended
his release.

Rule 464((1)(v) of Kerala Prisons and
Correctional Services Management Rules, 2014,
stipulates that with regard to Non-habitual male
and young offenders, in cases other than those
sentenced to imprisonment for life but sentenced
to a term of imprisonment for more than one
year on completion of half of their substantive
sentence including remission but for those




)
A3
O~

\
d/

The judgment of the convicting Court was
modified to RI for 4 years w/s 304 Part II IPC
by the High Court vide Judgment in Crl. Appeal
No.678/2006 dated 20.12.2021.

sentenced for one year only shall be considered,
subject to the condition that one year including
remission is completed. The prisoner has
undergone actual imprisonment of 01 year, 11
months and 08 days as on 31.12.2023 and
undergone imprisonment of 02 year, 02 months
and 15 days with all kinds of remission as on|
31.12.2023.

The judgments of the Hon'ble High Court in

Crl. Appeal No.7678/2006 dated 20.12.2021 does.
not contain any adverse remarks on the premature
release of the prisoner.

since the prisoner has completed the
minimum sentence prescribed under Rule
464((1)(v) of Kerala Prisons and Correctional
Services Management Rules, 2014, there is no
other legal impediment in granting premature
release to the prisoner. ‘

31. C.No. 177/22 Balan@Balakrishnan S/0 Ramankutty,Age:33

Details of conviction

The Prosecution case is that on due to
political enmity,on 09.10.1998 he. and three
others assaulted one santhosh and caused his
death.

He was the Ist accused in
SC.No.199/2003 of the Sessions Court,
Kasargod and convicted and sentenced to RI
for 7 years u/s 304 Part [ [PC. Set off allowed.

The judgment of the convicting Court was
modified to RI for 4 years w/s 304 Part [ [PC by
the High Court vide Judgment in Crl. Appeal
No.678/2006 dated 20.12.2021.

Reasons for Recommendation

The District Probation Officer, Kasargod
recommended his release. But the Police
Report is adverse. Jail Advisory Board
recommended his release.

Rule 464((1)(v) of Kerala Prisons and
Correctional Services Management Rules,
2014, stipulates that with regard to Non-
habitual male and young offenders, in cases
other than those sentenced to imprisonment for
life but sentenced to a term of imprisonment for
more than one year on completion of half of
their substantive sentence including remission
but for those sentenced for one year only shall
be considered, subject to the condition that one
year including remission is completed. The
prisoner has undergone actual imprisonment of|
01 year, 1l months and 08 days as on
31.12.2023 and undergone imprisonment of]
02 year, 02 months and 18 days with all kinds
of remission as on 31.12.2023.

Neither in the judgment in

SC.No0.199/2003 of the Sessions Court, Kasargod
nor in the judgment of the Hon'ble High Court in
Crl. Appeal No0.678/2006 dated 20.12.2021
contain any adverse remarks on the premature




release of the prisoner.

The prisoner has completed the minimum
sentence prescribed under Rule 464((1)(v) of
Kerala Prisons and Correctional Services
Management Rules, 2014, hence there is no
legal impediment in granting premature release
to the prisoner.

32.C.No. 178/22 Muhammed Kunhi S/o Sayyid , Age: 45

Details of conviction

The Prosecution case is that, due to
political enmity, 09.10.1998 he and three
others assaulted one santhosh and caused his
death.

The prisoner was the third accused in |
Sessions | Correctional
- 2014, stipulates that with regard to Non-

SC.No0.199/2003 of the Hon'ble
Court, Kasargod convicted and sentenced to

Imprisonment RI for 7 years u/s 304 Part I |
- other than those sentenced to imprisonment for

IPC. Set off allowed.

The judgment of the convicting Court was
modified to RI for 4 years w/s 304 Part [ IPC
by the High Court vide Judgment in Crl.
Appeal No.678/2006 dated 20.12.2021.

Reasons for Recommendation
The District Probation Officer, Kasargod
recommended his release. But the Police
Report is adverse. Jail Advisory Board
recommended his release.

and
Rules,

of Kerala Prisons
Management

Rule 464((1)(v)

Services

habitual male and young offenders, in cases

life but sentenced to a term of imprisonment for|
more than one year on completion of half of
their substantive sentence including remission
but for those sentenced for one year only shall
be considered, subject to the condition that one
year including remission is completed. The
prisoner has undergone actual imprisonment of]
Ol year, 11 months and 08 days as on
31.12.2023 and undergone imprisonment of]
02 year, 02 months and 15 days with all kinds
of remission as on 31.12.2023.

Neither in the judgment in
SC.No0.199/2003 of the Sessions Court, Kasargod
nor in the judgment of the Hon'ble High Court in
Crl. Appeal No.678/2006 dated 20.12.2021
contain any adverse remarks on the premature|
release of the prisoner.

The prisoner has completed the minimum
sentence prescribed under Rule 464((1)(v) of
Kerala Prisons and Correctional Services
Management Rules, 2014, there is no other
legal impediment in granting premature release
to the prisoner.

33.C.No. 539/22 Sukumaran Vellichapad S/o Kutti vellichapad, Age: 63

Details of conviction

Reasons for Recommendation




AR /-

The Prosecution case 1is that, on
14.08.2017 Sukumaran Vellichapad assaulted
and sexually abused a 13 year aged old boy
who belongs to scheduled caste.

He was the accused in SC.No.116/2018
of the Addl. Sessions Court I (Special Court
for Atorocities against Women and Children),
Kasargod and convicted and sentenced to RI
for 3 years and to pay fine of Rs. 50,000/- i/d

RI for 8 months u/s 7 r/w 8 of POCSO Act |

2012 and RI for 6 months and to pay a fine of
Rs.1000/- i/d RI for 2 months u/s 323 IPC and
RI for 6 months and to pay a fine of Rs.1000/-
i/d RI for 2 months u/s 3(2)(va) of SC/ST (PA)
Act. The  substantive

concurrently. Set off allowed.

sentences  run

| 31.12.2023.

Court I (Special Court for Atorocities against
Women and Children), Kasargod in Sessions
Case No.116/2018 does not
adverse remarks on the premature release of
Sukumaran Velichappad.

The District Probation Officer, Kasargod
recommended his release. Police Report is
adverse. Jail ~ Advisory  Board  has
recommended his release.

Rule 464((1)(v) of Kerala Prisons and
Correctional Services Management Rules,
2014, stipulates that with regard to Non-
habitual male and young offenders, in cases
other than those sentenced to imprisonment for
life but sentenced to a term of imprisonment
for more than one year on completion of half
of their substantive sentence including
remission but for those sentenced for one year
only shall be considered, subject to the
condition that one year including remission is
completed. The prisoner has undergone actual
imprisonment of 01 year, 05 months and 02
days as on 31.12.2023 and undergone
imprisonment of 01 year, 06 months and 11
days with all kinds of remission as on

Judgment of the Hon'ble Addl. Sessions

contain any

There are no records regarding the]
payment of fine imposed on the convict.
Hence A/D may verify the same.

In the above circumstances, A/D may be
informed that subject to the verification of
payment of fines by the convict, there is no
other legal impediment in granting premature
release to the prisoner.

34.C.No. 542/22 Karunan S/o0 Kunhiraman , Age: 54

Details of conviction

The Prosecution case is that on
08.12.2017 Karunan sexually assaulted a
minor boy aged 15 years having speaking and
learning disability and repeated the sexual
assualt.

He was the accused in SC.No0.260/2018 of
the Addl. District and Sessions Court (For The

Reasons for Recommendation
The District Probation Officer
Kozhikode, recommended his release. Police
Report is not available. Jail Advisory Board
recommended his release.

Rule 464((1)(v) of Kerala Prisons and
Correctional Services Management Rules,
2014, stipulates that with regard to Non-




Trial of Cases Relating To Atrocities Against
Women and Children), Kozhikode and
convicted and sentenced to RI for 3 years and
to pay fine of Rs. 15,000/- i/d RI for 6 months
u/s 8 r/'w 7 of POCSO Act 2012. Set off
allowed.

35.C.No. 123/23 Shiju S/o Agustin, Age: 52

Details of conviction

The Prosecution case is that on
25.02.2022 Shiju trespassed into a Women’s
Hostel and also
peeped into their rooms while they were
changing their dresses and also caused
damages worth Rs 10,000/-

He was the accused in CC.No.273/2022
of the Addl. Chief Judicial Magistrate (EO)
Ernakulam and was convicted and sentenced
to RI for 1 year and to pay fine of Rs.1,000/-
1/d SI for 10 days u/s 457 IPC and RI for 1 year
and to pay fine of Rs.1000/- i/d SI for 10 days
u/s 354 C IPC and RI for 1 year and to pay fine
of Rs. 1000/- i/d SI for 10 days u/s 354 D IPC
and SI for 6 months u/s 427 IPC and SI for 2
months uw/s 294(b) IPC. Set off allowed.

habitual male and young offenders, in cases
other than those sentenced to imprisonment for
life but sentenced to a term of imprisonment for
more than one year on completion of half of
their substantive sentence including remission
but for those sentenced for one year only shall
be considered, subject to the condition that one
year including remission is completed. The
prisoner has undergone actual imprisonment of]
0l year, 06 months and 19 days as on
31.12.2023 and undergone imprisonment of]
01 year, 10 months and 10 days with all kinds
of remission as on 31.12.2023.

The Judgment of the Hon'ble Addl.
District and Sessions Court (For The Trial of
Cases Relating To Atorocities Against Women
and Children), Kozhikkod in SC
No0.260/2018 does not contains any adverse|
remarks on the premature release of Karunan.

There are no records regarding the
payment of fine imposed on the convict. Hence
A/D may verify the same.

In the above circumstances, A/D may be
- informed that subject to the verification of
payment of fines by the convict, there is no
other legal impediment in granting premature
release to the prisoner.

Reasons for Recommendation

The District Probation Officer and Police
do not recommened his release. Jail Advisory
Board recommended his release.

Rule 464((1)(v) of Kerala Prisons and
Correctional Services Management Rules, 2014,
stipulates that with regard to Non-habitual male
and young offenders, in cases other than those
sentenced to imprisonment for life but sentenced|
to a term of imprisonment for more than one year|
on completion of half of their substantive
sentence including remission but for those
sentenced for one year only shall be considered,
subject to the condition that one year including
remission is completed. The prisoner has
undergone actual imprisonment of 1 years, 10

months and 05 days as on 31.12.2023. antﬂ




Sentence shall run consecutively.

undergone imprisonment of 01 year, 10 months
and 25 days with all kinds of remission as on
31.12.2023.

Judgment of the Hon'ble Addl. Chief]
Judicial Majistrare (EO) Ernakulam in Sessions
Case No0.273/2022 does not contain any adverse
remarks on the premature release of Shiju.

There are no records regarding the
 payment of fine imposed on the convict. Hence
A/D may verify the same.

In the above circumstances, A/D may be
informed that subject to the verification of
payment of fines by the convict, there is no
other legal impediment in granting premature|
release to the prisoner.

36.C.No. 203/23 Biju S/o Gafoor , Age: 45

Details of conviction

Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that on
07.05.2017 Biju sexually assaulted a minor
girl.

He was the accused in SC.N0.958/2017 of
the Additional District and Sessions Court, |

Ernakulam and convicted and sentenced to
Simple Imprisonment for S years and to pay
fine of Rs. 10,000/- i/d SI for 3 months u/s 10
r/w 9(m) of POCSO Act. Set off allowed.

The District Probation Officer
Ernakulam, recommended his release. Police
Report is adverse. Jail Advisory Board
- recommended his release.

Rule 464((1)(v) of Kerala Prisons and
Correctional Services Management Rules, 2014,
stipulates that with regard to Non-habitual male
and young offenders, in cases other than those
sentenced to imprisonment for life but sentenced
to a term of imprisonment for more than one year
on completion of half of their substantive
sentence including remission but for those
sentenced for one year only shall be considered,
subject to the condition that one year including
remission is completed. The prisoner has
undergone actual imprisonment of 03 years, 05
months and 28 days as on 31.12.2023 and
undergone imprisonment of 3 year, |1 months
and 15 days with all kinds of remission as on
31.12.2023.

Judgment of the Hon'ble Additional
District and Sessions Court, Ernakulam in
Sessions Case N0.958/2017 does not contain any
adverse remarks on the premature release of
Biju. '

There are no records regarding the




payment of fine imposed on the convict. Hence |
A/D may verify the same.

In the above circumstances, A/D may be
informed that subject to the verification of]
payment of fines by the convict, there is no
other legal impediment in granting premature
release to the prisoner.

37.C.No. 239/23 Rajan @Palakadan Rajan S/o Velayudhan , Age: 60

Details of conviction

The Prosecution case is that Rajan
trespassed into the forest within the limits of
Kuppadi Reserve of Kurichiat Range in
Wayanad Wildlife Sanctuary. He cut and
removed two standing sandalwood trees.

The prisoner was the second accused in
CC.No0.240/2018 of the Judicial First Class
Magistrate-I, Sulthan Bathery and was
convicted and sentenced to  Simple
Imprisonment for 3 years and to pay fine of
10000/- i/d SI for 3 months u/s 47G(1) of the
Kerala Forest Act 1961 and SI for 1 year and to
pay fine of Rs.1000/- i/d SI for 10 days u/s
27(1)(e)(iii) of Kerala Forest Act, 1961 and SI
for 1 year and to pay fine of Rs.1000/- i/d SI for
10 days uw/s 27(1)(e)(iv). The sentences shall
run concurrently. Set off allowed.

Reasons for Recommendation

The District Probation Officer Palakkad,
recommended his release. Police Report is
adverse. Jail Advisory Board recommended
his release. \

Rule 464((1)(v) of Kerala Prisons and
Correctional Services Management Rules, 2014,
stipulates that with regard to Non-habitual male
and young offenders, in cases other than those
sentenced to imprisonment for life but sentenced
to a term of imprisonment for more than one
year on completion of half of their substantive
sentence including remission but for those
sentenced for one year only shall be considered,
subject to the condition that one year including
remission is completed. The prisoner has
undergone actual imprisonment of 01 year, 07
months and 07 days as on 31.12.2023 and
undergone imprisonment of 3 year, 07 months
and 23 days with all kinds of remission as on
31.12.2023.

The judgment of the Hon'ble Judicial
First Class Magistrate-I, Sulthan Bathery in CC
No0.240/2018 does not contain any adverse|
remarks on the premature release of Rajan.

There are no records regarding the
payment of fine imposed on the convict.
Hence A/D may verify the same.

In the above circumstances, A/D may be
informed that subject to the verification of]
payment of fines by the convict, there is no
other legal impediment in granting premature
release to the prisoner.
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(67) 6621 &0T (@ 2o. (509 IPC, POCSO0)
6 698/16 (@OWJBOTIQIBIT 10 QIBaHo HHOIM INOB@N UBle™
wolouad ealeMmd:SlewIsas sal (376 IPC). oJ @O @S,
(45) 66213l & 0T (@ Do. mlanl@d afle les
@pMmEAlesMo.
7 988/16 A1) Q8 OaleMB:SlOW |10 AUBate BOIM| WBleY nJBOBIWOES
@Tasrgc@ 0a200d SNIRICTVeWo B2IQ. sl (376 (f), | =@ ecadalmmowl
(60) 506(i), 201 IPC).
8 532/17 IOV OBILIOGOD) 10 QUBaHo HOIM QLB BleH
[pTtal=Yle ) @sal (304 IPC) | oj@omloss] mileialled
(47) alle ueley
®@RMmEAIEBM
9 943/17 2OMMIE: HBQUMHLIYSS 10 QUBao &OIM @E6EMASEIOT
axrosr;gm’& 0a220d (@I JBOTNQIB0OD sl (376 IPC)
(64) BalM@HSIOHW ENILIIBTVUo
Ol




10 | 170/18 ryeeniod (@O BT QO BIT 10 QUBatie &OIM| LBleH @O @IEE
DB OalendB:Slo aflauwlafly) @®sql (363,376 | mI@3 cadal@mowil
(32) IPC)
1 | 202/21 Cvemmoay! (OB T QOB 5 QiBato &OIM| Bl oA @oEs
(49) Oald:glo afluwlafly) ®sql 10 r/w 9(n) | BWI@d caoalmmowi]
of POCSO

12 176/22 ©&0Q 630100 5 QBaHo &HOIM| wBle oJdo s

(48) msql BI®3 eaoalmmowil
(304 Part | & |l
IPC)

13 | 177/22 eruoeld 6B R0 7 Qo &HOIM [ Bl a@O@oEs
(53) @sql (304 Part | | =0l@d eadal@mow]

& 11 IPC)
14 | 178/22 aoo2d ORI d0 7 Qe &OIM | UBlEY RO @OEs)
61010 @sql (304 Part | | m0l@d eadalmmo]

(45) & 11 IPC)

15 539/22 (@O BODIN OB 3 QBato HSOIM| WBlBH oJAOD@oEs
YRR @ReMHSlow alluilafla) @sal (7r/w 8 of | =@l@d eadalmmowil
eQIglglajos POCSO Act 2012,

(63) 323 IPC, 3(2)(Va)
of SC/ST Act)
16 | 542/22 &N (@JOQ BT OB O 3 QBaHo &OIM| BlBY oJBOBI@OES
(54) @ReM::5lo® aflwlafle) sl (8 r/w 7 of | 80l@d eadalmmow]
POCSO Act)
7 203/23 enilg (OB OO B0 5 QIBao &CIM | WBloY oJB@OBI OS]
(45) Oaleeglo afluflaflg) @sal (10 r/w 9(m)| =@ eadalmmoi
of POCSO Act)
18 | 239/23 @0mM | AmOOI@ GeOIGHy H@A |3 QABae &OIM| UBley ojdonil@ods

(60)

@6 alMM AEEERUD A 5y@0dl

@sql (47 G(1),
27(1(e)(ii), 27(1)(e)
(iv) of Kerala
Forest act

RWl®d cadlmmox
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Annexure |l

alle amuosnionwlg] QllwBo.wRER U3

®a | emdallg’ mo. 06 anmd 00a0Md SFBOOMBIOMD BG6Mo
Mo & Gai@ MUosNICNWI g}
(uqy) alaiemsud
1 7193 660 0o} ENIOWH DY
emodw (58)
2 8251 6600 g0e] ENIOW B2
@03
(53)
3 | 704 eruoenj@ossd £6a0m ga] ENIOW L]
(64)
4 1236 660 0o} ENIOW 2L
eninalld '
(50)
5 4765 @nsafisley @RH:0210gm@ @RMAIGL] OEADWIT BOEED allege,
6Ty @RS 4I@OHINTE  (JECWIWMo ele'lcesace;ccg@,%. @R &IN5 ®3
(54) Waodw  audeeod  dleaUlEsam aldtle  aflegme
@RS 4TIOM (ewomM. aIElsslay. @RMIMIceM allegmde
BFE IO
6 5057 £6a0m ge) ENIOW B2
BH6TOEAM
(62)
7 6691 MMM @ns aflsley @REIQSm@ @RMAIEs] DOMEAUOWITS BO@ED allegod:
(53) @RS | WEOINE (JEWIWMo @@1&3@;@@@. @R&I0l5®m®3
Waodwe UBMIB  MEMIEBMm  aldéte  allogme,
@RSTIOM (jewomm. aidlesle). @o@IMmoai6Ny alleoms,
BFEDOTOD
8 8083 660 ey ENIOW BRG]
6BV
(59)
9 | 680 aIOBMORM £6a00d g0e] ENIOW LY

(50)




10 127 6600 g0e) ENIOW DL
6nI0aIM MW@
(74)
1 188/15 66a0m ga| IO B
WARMEIWOB
(66)
12 44/21 @oSafigley @RB02I0IO@ @RIy STMEAOWIT BOEER allegmde
alle @RS 4|DEOGHIEM  (JEIBMo m@']m@,mg@%. @R&INNg®®d
(39) Waodw B  dlomilesan  aldte  ollogms
@RSOIOM (@ewomMe. aidlesilg). @R@IMIM) allogDde,
BT
13 179/22 @osaligle) @R®INISm®@ @RMAGL] OTMEAIIWITE BI®ER allegmde,
@6TYENUER M @S | DOBIE (JEWOITMo LIEIEBQYSS. @R&eINlgm@d
(71) Wlaodwe VBB Memilesm  aldde  ollogmde,
@RS OM (@eimme aiElesilg). @RMIMoam allegme
BFEIOOO)
14 256/22 @pssfiglkey @RGSO @RMAIRlY] OTMEAWITE e alleEwd
GQOaOMOD @RS 4|WEOGHINE  (QJEWITMo m@?mcﬁ;cqg@g. @RIl
(70) Walodww  UBIA  WleMIlEBMm aldéte  ollegme
@RS TIOM Jeomme aidlesle). @R@IMIaM afllege,
BFEOTOY
15 614/22 ruelde @S 4]igley @RB02INSO@ GRMAIGLL] OTMEAOWIT BIOER llegwde,
(56) @RS 5|DEOGHINE  (JEWIWMo Ql(é]:ﬁ:?cﬁ:@@%. @R&INIS®m D
WBlao@e VBB WleMIEBMM aldéHe  allegms,
@S 4IOIOM (@ewimme aiElasle). @R@IMa allegms
BSEIOOY
16 88/23 @saligley @RLINISO@ @PMAIRlL] OOHEAUOWIT 2I@ED allogms
ruog @RS LDEEHINE  (JEWIWMo m@ﬂ@sacsamggg. @R &0210lgmmd
(63) Walodw  UAMIB  MlEMUEBM ald¥e  allogme
@RS4OlOR (ewomm. aIElalg). @o@Imoalem allegre,
BGEIOO D
7 475/23 (@JGlat @nsafigley @R&INISm@d GRMAIG L] OHEAWIM BI®ED allegms
(42) @RS 3|DOGHINE  (@JEWIWMo m@?m@@@%. @105 @D
Walodw  AdMIB  Mleadlesm  aldte  allogme
@RS OIOM eImM. aldlesle). @RM@IMoRM allvgme,
BGEHIOO T
18 594/18 @RS flgle) @R&02I0lgm@d @RMAIE L] OOMEAIIQIM 2OER allegmde;
QIDMYEBQIM @RS YDOBITE (@JCIWMo IEBHQYSS. BRGRIIGO®D

(73)

Wlaodw VBB  mlemilesom alleomd,
@RSoOlOM eWomMe aIElEsle). @REIMIRI allegms,

BGEITODY

ald¥o
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19 6844/19 @psaligle) @RS2IQNgm® @RMAIGl] OTMEUOIQIT AIDER allegms
aloRim @RS 2DOBTE (JCWIVMo  LIEIERHQIBS. @R&IQlgO@d
(66) Wandwe uded  dleadlesan aldéte  ollegmd:
@RS TIEM (@JEQOIBMo aiélesilg). @R@IMoRIeNTY allogme,

BFENOOO®
20 123/23 @RS afigle @R&INNSm®@ @RIl OTMEAUOWITE AIDED allogm s,
PeY]ae @RS DO (JCWIVMe LIERHQYSS. @R02INlgm®d

(52)

Wandre qudd  dlemilesan aléte  allegod,
@RSONOM (JeWIBMo eiEleslg). @RMIMoRIoe allogmde
BFEIOCY






