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Abstract

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

HOME (B) DEPARTMENT
G.0.(Ms)No.63/2026/HOME Dated, Thiruvananthapuram, 10-03-2026

Read: Letter No.WP1-23184/2024/PrHQ, dated 09.10.2024,
29.03.2025, 11.08.2025 & 20.09.2025 and Letter No.
KPCS/887/2025-WP1, dated 29.09.2025, 29.03.2025, 11.08.2025
of the Director General, Prisons and 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 Central Prison & Correctional Home,
Thiruvananthapuram, which met on 17.08.2024, recommended 37 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 matter was being examined, 7 prisoners
had been released after completing their sentence.

4. Government have examined the matter in detail. Regarding prisoners
C.No. 4536 Hashim and C.No. 5223 Freddy @ Ferry, who are undergoing
multiple life sentences under Section 302 IPC, it is noted that in the
judgment of the Hon'ble  Additional  Sessions  Court-II,
Thiruvananthapuram, in Sessions Case 16/1998 dated 28.09.2001, it is
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stated that "any remission or commutation, if any, granted by the
appropriate authority, in respect of the earlier imprisonment for life will
not be available for the sentence of imprisonment for life awarded in this
case". In view of the above remarks of the Court, these two prisoners will
not be entitled to the benefit of Section 467 BNSS and separate release
order is required for each conviction. As they have not completed 14 years
of imprisonment in each case, and since remission applied to a first life
sentence does not automatically extend to a subsequent life sentence, the
Government can only consider premature release for their first conviction at
this stage. Between these two prisoners, the probation report of C.No. 5223
Freddy @ Ferry is not favourable. Among the other prisoners included in
the recommendation, the probation reports of C.No. 6103 Ajith, C.No. 9164
Ajayan, and C.No. 4622 Kunjappan are also not favourable. Hence they are
not considered for premature release. Consequently, after considering the
aforementioned legal position and relevant reports, the Government are
pleased to order the premature release of the following Twenty Six (26)
prisoners of the Central Prison & Correctional Home, Thiruvananthapuram,
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 470 of the Kerala Prisons and
Correctional Services (Management) Rules, 2014, and on condition that the
release will be effected only on payment of fine, if any, or after undergoing
the default sentence:

1) C.No. 619 Andrews

2) C.No. 687 Thankamani

3) C.No. 1762 Sivan Pillai

4) C.No. 2056 Krishna Pillai

5) C.No. 3146 Raju

6) C.No. 3391 Sasi

7) C.No. 3573 Ajith Kumar

8) C.No. 3597 Sebastian

9) C.No. 3852 Babu Kumar

10) C.No. 4080 Raveendran Asari

11) C.No.4228 Suseelan

12) C.N0.4459 Manoj

13) C.No.4536 Hashim (Only in the first case. His incarceration shall
continue regarding the second life sentence)
14) C.No.5237 Ramasubramanian

15) C.No.5258 Younus

16) C.No.5705 Balakrishnan

17) C.No.5739 Rajendran
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18) C.No0.6593 Ayyappan
19) C.No0.6596 Ghausjan
20) C.No0.6597 Manoj
21) C.No.7181 Abhilash
22) C.No.1455 Majeed
23) C.No.2751 Bhaskaran Nadar
24) C.No.2874 Devarajan
25) C.No.2242 Murali
26) C.No.5586 Murugan
(By order of the Governor)
BISHWANATH SINHA
ADDITIONAL CHIEF SECRETARY

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, Thiruvananthapuram
General Administration (SC) Department

Law Department (Vide OPN-E1/653/2024-LAW dated 12.02.2025)
Information Officer, Web & New Media division, I[&PRD

Stock file.

Forwarded /By order

Signed by
Amina B

DanS TR 1555 16
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@RHI0lgm®@d mleauwlesmalomaileowl snigo. myafleesosmil WP(Crl) 520/22 mmud esml@d, Joseph
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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 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
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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 yearé 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
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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 .

8. (MR® alwlmpoovien @eslrunomOTIE3, nied CHESI HOANEISTI YMIIeE: WM @jmuam,
W i @00 a3 WINoGRe @@ B2l WANO. 1245/24, WA No.2137/24 agmlaiaiiecaaao
W g 0@ eag WPCrl) 1215/24-gf muaom alwooiegs alwlmpwe enigd. IS
ngoe)(ﬂgm']_rglgg,@@o oM AlWImPWEERud @Sl &MEIOISEDE)E:06ME amgce:owacmro'] @om mojelleeal
@REmNMIQe  CAMEBHMIM  ©UBOaS®MI®  MIlMe2761 @B, ofeadl ©@om maelea
@REMm QM@ andl.me. 321 (@O agmludses  15.09.2025 oloolaleal
ML.9(6)6d)M0.171/2025/ @RYRYM@o  (JHIRNYe oﬂcgf(a OMUMS@  @flruemd & SOBUMTD  CanAlOL!
@REMANMIIWI® MIlmo. 6036 6nioa), MUl.Me.4028 ClemwO afMIAUIBUBAESYSS MRjealdLs 3110.2025
oloolleal M.0(6)6)8)M0.206/2025/@R)EKM®o (000 @@Ll Q™M@ @RMQIGEIEEE:QENEIWI.

9. &QOElHEOS COM YAGDMN afle wdlew (fine sentence) cuosruanwla]” Bilkis Yakub Rasool Vs Union of
India, MANU/SC/0025/2024 mmid e&miloal 9omeald enieo. Myeflesisaiges mldlesemeanges
@PSITLOOMEBI@ MHaa®a] @IeLaoRM @ElIIW. aicIEIlgen::

* Bllkls Yakub Rasool Vs. Unlon of Indla, MANU/SC/0025/2024 agam eemVled @prsoel ilsmeilmoc]

alClEIIEBIN SQYB0B” BlOHERIOSIfe 66a0M @S] Allwla/lses@oncmelts ©6anl Bgalw”
mvosnuWlg) il &S] aleleveswletnenz@oneman’ Alwless @srow. @D NSl &0af

QITBOIETRD6IT).

enimdeslond’ @ogsenl, edmild enigd. MYefleed0SM ajosnlgally omealeal 5400 eueMUleWIM allog
Al&HEY8s WleM MMl &0eERUd alldle:clesmere. aemwle 54 -3 @ ...." the sentence of
imprisonment awarded to a person for committing an offence is distinct than the imprisonment ordered to be
undergone on default of payment of fine. The latter is not a substantive sentence for commission of offence but
is in the nature of penalty for default in payment of fine" ag)om QIBBIERTTR. MVAIMAIW AOQIM GHMIl@3

Tleaai®a] @M alerwom@ o) alluedle:dlesmoens’



8

0. OIM @I Wlewd waala) adlneMmlesmm OMSQ®I3 060 BFEBMDA MNITWES
QUSO®  UGBEDAM RO  caWINleWIS  @YAUENSIBM. olle  B83EICOTIM  ale:e20w
@RI (Blorid 0000wl @S] HmeslnrISOme B Daledrod:audlile:ud BNSS 475 (CrPC 433
A) (@0®0 (Tﬂn%(&oﬂfﬂ.f}ﬂ%@@ gdlnlae $02100IWQIW 14 QUIBaHo &;mmoaﬂmﬂg@ga@mo Set off @oetoquwl
2UBeOSQYSs WINIBMAN Udley (Substantive Sentence) @o@@oeM DDIMIW] HEMENIERMOD Mo BB
®aleBuod MA@ Wlalodwe @RMMVElL AT OTMEAIBG:M aldd, @REMMAUINVIGUE oleamde,
B3HIOQT Qo%m@@mﬂ 20@206m  Qllge@  OaAYMeDmMo ofle BIHITD OSYH0OE allows
aldE20@] @prmelesmem: wWley @Sl @PMmEAls e D@ Qllgmad £.21QMEmMoo  2BWM3
cawoall cemo’]mﬂaﬂ%m“.

. 0D WBlalodueld 9UWBeals @REMMAMIIGEIMS 5 caldes alle yaomilaislejoommosn. spaidled
milme. 5983  emoamy  wdle  oydcmiwoss]  mol@eaoalemoniged. 32 Gadss  ©eanm
qmm’lmﬂgg‘@@oaﬁ. ORI  6BIUd m(oemmsmroﬂ%@g@o 5  @ad Bl B @O @S
mmﬂ@emodmmomﬂ%gg@moaﬁ. MOEIYSB 26 GalRIM 4 CaleIYIOD: mg@gmr& @R&eI0lgm@d
DOMEUIBMM albte B cuBMl@d mlme. ollegme @RS M@IasMaT mo’l@'l.ﬁg@@@omgo, 4 Gal®
ORI CAUIBMY DLPTDIMIGJe B:FoNVNE@RUWBE (allogm® @RSIMEs) MuomIeTile mudlo
DBIPOWMo B(eJeeNIatteMAl B30adlaTvd Cleajods e)mcgg’lggg@ocqgo 2ROI@d Qda] cawoal mo’lcm’]g’lgm“.

DOIMB (@000 @OEMMAIMIIBU3 alegme @RSRMDMOW IMLBA]5 QllIEBUE 4JIeS GaldeRmo:

@0 @endallg allegma quosninwlyl allaiemsud
Mo Mo. & Gal@ (QUCRY)
1 andl.mo. 619, @RYABEYMY @RELIIFmM® DOMEAUIB:M aldde EURMIIG Mmoo
@PSQRANMIOEMT’ 6Pl @RAIWIg).
2 mUl.Me. 687, m&aeml aflogms 260 @RSIOAM ¢GRI @RCIR ).
3 mdl.me.1762, Wl olles @RGILINISM@ OOMEUIGNN aldHo CAUBMVI® Mmoo
. @RSM@IOEMTY 6P @GN ).
4 MJl.Me.2056, @oHnlles @RGILINIS@ QOMEQUIG:NM aldHo GAUBMVI®S MIMoo
@OSMN@IOEMTY 66U @GN ).
5 mUl.Mo.3146, @I @R IRINISOT OOMEUIB:M aldHo CAUBMUI® Mmoo

@RSQMMIBEMTY CEIGEI @RAIW] ).

6 rUl.oe.3391, vawal @RH2INISO@ DOMEAUIBMM aldHo GBIV Mmoo
“ @RSM@IOEMT’ ¢RI BRG] ,).

7 rUl.Mo.3573, @RSIOD 000 alle gngy

8 MJl.(Ne.3597, BTVENUITRM alle gy




242

9

aUl.Mo. 3852, 6NI06ENYBROD

@RHAINNFO@ OOMEOUIBMM aldde GAUBAVI@ Moo
@RSMMIBEMAT EE6IIPEI GRCIWI.).

10

mJl.me. 4080, eA3M @rWIE

@RILIAIFO@ DOMEQUIGMM aldHo GABMVIG Mmoo
@RSM@MISEMAT CEEIIGI @RCIW 4.

mUl.e.4228, Myudleid

GBRHAIAISO® DOMEQUIG:M aldio CUBMVIB MIMoo
@RSYM@MISEMAT CoEIIPRI @RAIWI).

Ul.o.4459, aemos

@RIRINISOT DOMEQIIEGMM aldfo GUBMVIB Mmoo
@RSM@ISEMNATY CE6IPI @RIW,).

13

Ul.N6.4536, a0l

alle soay

14

aUl.me. 5223 &agowl @ eandl

afle eney

Ul.me.5237, @IDMYEREMMD

@REIAISO® DOMEQUIGM aldfe GUBMVI@ Moo
@OSMN@ISEMATY 606Gl @RIy,

il oe.5258, MT@Y

@RE:0IQISO® DOMEAUIE:M aldto CUBMVIB Mmoo
@RSMN@ISEMATY GEEIPI @I,

MJ1.Mo.5705, 6TIORIE YD

@REIAISD® DOMEQUIEGMM aldHo BURBMVIG Mmoo
@OSMN@ISEMATY GEEIIPI @Iy,

mJl.me.5739, @IE|WMD

@RHIAISO® DOMEQUIEG:MM aldo GUBMVIG Mmoo
@RSQMMISEMNAT CE6IgRI @RIW 4.

Vl.Mo.6103, @O

@R ILINISMT OOMEQUIE:M aldHo BURMVI® Mmoo
@RSMMIBEMATY 6Pl @GN,

20

Jl.Mo.6593, @@ M

@RILINISD@ DOTHEQUIB:M aldHo CRMVI®S Mmoo
@RSQMMISEMNAT CE6IIgRI @RI 4.

21

aIl.Mo.6596, (NDNIEBIM

@RIRINISD@ OTMEQUIE:MM aldHo CURMUII® Mmoo
@RSQIMN@IBEMATY CREIGLI @RI,

22

ail.e.6597, MO

alle gngy

23

mUl.e.7181, @REIRI0

@RRIAIFM@ OOMEUIBMM aldHo GUBMII@S Mmoo
@OSIN@ISEMTY ¢GRI @GN,

24

rUl.o.9164, @R|WQMD

alle BgEBmM@IMEs amlWI M. cuBMIl®3 ey, alle
BFEBAUOM MO al@ARINOM) cIMYEH U @RCIW gjmowi]
61JoesnIaH 630adlrud @odlwl ).

25

aUl.mo.1455, oedld

@RE:021QISM@ DOMEAUIG:M alddo GBI MIMoo
@OSMMIBEMT’ Co6IIgRle @RACIW],).

26

Ml Mo.2751, @ITREB MISIAD

@RG:21QFM@ DOMEUIG:MM aldo GURMUI® Mmoo
@RSQIMMIOEMATY GGl GRAIW,).

27

nUl.o.2874, GRAIEIWM

alle BgEmM@IM aCTWI USRIV B8] afd: MIMRPAIOD
MUEANIBRIES allogDE BFEBM@IMES TLIMUOE
mudloilailejon@aTy 6@Joesniadd 630adlrud dleajodg’ 0.alQ.

28

arul.me.2881, vawdl

QE6MASEI0NT

29

rUl.me.4587, crvefle

Wl oJAOBIIEs| ROI@eEnd.almmocl.




10
30 aJl.me.5454, (BIQIBITVM Wwled ojdomlwoss| Boladeadalmmoall.
31 Ul.me.2242, Qog| @RGILINISm@ DOMEQUIEBMM aldHo GUBMII® Mmoo
@OSQM@MISEMNATY ER6UIPRIe @RI 5.
32 MJl.Mo.4622, B:61010)0 B afle agaman@ltess amlwow caimm. caimmiled mlaalallg).

SO TLIMUODE (JOITLNWIQYSS E:FoNIBIQDIMOIMT D
@RSYM@IMRSS TVIAN aIRYAILIOD 6(@JoeeNIcUM Boadlrud
Oleajods ©.2IQ.

33 aUl.Me.5586, R@BM afle agammMmless amlwow eaimm. caimmilad mlaalalgy.
&GO TLIMICTNE: (QJONTVNWIQYES BHFoNIRIQDIMIT DB
@RSYM@IPSS M0 AIRYAIRIO@ATY 6(@JOEENIaHUM B30adlTud

dleajodg’ 02lQ.
34 aUl.Mo. 5347, LO(QJHOUD WleH ojBODIIEs] BOI@ e@0.almmowi]
35 Jl.me.5700, rYMREEURM wleH JBODIOEs] RBWI@ ¢ad.almmowl]
36 mJl.me.5869, eyl Wl oJAOBIIEH] BB cRd.lemow]
37 UlMe.5983, emammy’ Wl oJAODIIEs BB cadalemmow]
2. OIBUMMDa@o HTVMEST® TV & BHOBUMT GaNIA@D 17.08.2024 G @Sl wwid

Daleswed qualml  WBlald@we  MUeenIMWlgl  Qllatao, 2EMAaseum/Algm@ 64l GalOQAIBAIW

@REMmUIMIH68 ¢l aEPIMEYeS alElneMME’ qvadaflesnind emieo. ganaas pomEAlS.
olmaomiesmenr flauwo

OIBAUMMJ@e HAVMS@ @flruemd & BOBUME CanAI@ 17.08.2024 ORIV @Slw
2aledtod Mudloles wWlaodw®e dloacidafle® ©alesUenl alBlwEMly GEEMAAISMYES 161-:00
@ME)30 (JBIMo ©.2IQYM @RWIH©6B3U3 oﬂaﬂc@ouﬂ_r,éo, 2014 62l CHES @m)macﬁago VoW RUlGHE6M
MLOMIBUIEE6M EmLQIMEBREGo (MBQYanEMo) algeaRElOR! alge 470 HRI MTleNIMWLMB U allew MO,
2EEMASETID MUl.Mo. 2881 BT, LBlEH JBOVIWIES] BWIM cadlmEI Mmil.me. 4587 cuell, cil.me. 5454
wlaeoau, mil.me. 5347 BBV, MUl.Me. 5700 MYMBEEUENS, MJl.Mo. 5869 o6, mJl.mo. 5983 c@oamy
agmlee aglanes] @IeLaom  @REMAUMIlGBEI8 Mil.moe.4536 andadle, MULM..5223 6o
af)MeEIFIOHQSS @REMAMIBEOS CURHIERM WM wBlemo G»oaieal (substantive sentence)
w80l 04y, olegos agasilaigiepom mcmmonﬂ:&gos BIROI@ alle (GTOS;%cBJ‘P']GTUTOg 20(@®EA0

@ReRIElwd alleQ) aleep8s Udleu @RMEAI Y] &:¢Flaom M@En GRWIEER. QM agm aiITLACI®3,



zﬁ/

11
@R@0eI0lgm@ @AM ®IM. MJl.Mo.4536 andadl, MUl.Me.5223 oWl agMIUmeS BTG
@RBOOD GBI 20@o AlgO@ M@BM@IMo fNIgD. NAIBEMAED PalEBUBe MTIB06A0 ?
1) ardl.mo. 619 @RABEYMY
2) mJl.mo. 687 ®EHREM)I
3) Jl.me.1762 WM olles
4) JlMo.2056 Hogollss
5) anUl.Me.3146 @I
6) MJL.Mo.3391 Lowdl
7) nIl.Mo.5573 @RI HA0d
8) MUL.Me.3597 HTVENIOARMB
9) arUl.Me. 3852 61U06NYBHMID
10) aJl.ne. 4080 AN3M @RWEOE!
1) ondl.ne.4228 ryudlelad
12) MIl.Mo.4459 mEMOo
13) MJL.6.4536 aNdaHlo (@RBIOOD EBMUIM@ BO@o)
’i4) .o, 5223 &gl @enndl (BRYEEOD EBMIIMS Ad@o)

15) (nUl.Ne.5237 @ODMYEAEMTD
16) Ul.mo.5258 QMM

17) (rUl.Mo.5705 6nI0LIg) oYM

18) Jl.N0.5739 @IEW(@3(1D

19) arJl.Mo.6103 @Ry

20) Ul.Mo.6593 @RQA|M

21) nIl.Mo.6596 DI

22) arJl.o.6597 MEMOE

23) anJl.mno.7181 @RElRI0

24) Ul.Mo.9164 @RZRW(MD

25) Jl.me.1455 agdld

26) MUl.Me.2751 @AY MISOA

27) arJl.Me.2874 GRAQUIEINMD



28) ml.mo.2242 pegl
29) onflne.4622 B D

30) Jl.mo.5586 Q@RS

12

nqﬁ'\



ANNEXURE -I

[. 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,
Thiruvananthapuram held on 17.08.2024. recommended 37 prisoners for granting premature
release.

2. 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 the orders of the Hon'ble Supreme Court in Bilkis Yakub Rasool

Vs. Union of India, MANU/SC/0025/2024, the Court had stated that the appropriate

Government is duty bound to consider the fact of pavment of fine while granting

remission of sentence to the prisoner who has been sentenced for pavment 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 pavment of fine by the prisoner before

passing order of remission.

3. A/D may be informed also 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.

4. 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.619 ANDREWS @ FRANCIS S/o MARIYADAS, Age: 63

Details of conviction Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that on The District ~ Probation  Officer,
13.04.2000 due to previous animosity | Thiruvananthapuram recommended for his
Andrews murdered his wife Ambili by | release. But the Police Report is adverse.




strangulating her neck by using a towel.

He was the 1 st accused in
SC.No.1125/2000 of the Addl. Dist &
Sessions Court- II, Thiruvananthapuram
and was convicted and sentenced to
Imprisonment for life and pay fine of
Rs.5,000/- u/s 302 I[PC.

The judgment of the convicting
Court was confirmed and the appeal was
dismissed by the High Court vide
Judgment in Crl. RC No.02/2011
(Crl.A.87/2007) dated 15.11.2011

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 wunless he had
undergone atleast 14 years of imprisonment.
The prisoner has undergone actual
imprisonment of 19 years, 11 months and 06
days as on 30.06.2024.

The judgments of the Hon'ble Addl.
Dist & Sessions Court- II,
Thiruvananthapuram in SC No.1125/2000
and the Hon'ble High Court inCrl. RC
No.02/2011 (Crl.A.87/2007) dated
15.11.2011 does not contain any adverse
remarks on the premature release of the
prisoner.

However, there are no records in the file

recarding payment of fine imposed on the

convict. Hence A/D may verify the same.

[n the above circumstances. A/D may be

informed that subject to the verification of

payment of fines by the convict, there are no

other lecal impediments in _ granting

premature release to the prisoner .

2. C No.687 THANKAMANI S/0o NARAYANAN, Age :75

Details of conviction

Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that Al

Thankamani was the manager cum | recommended his release. But the Police
tutor and A2 Stephan | Report is adverse. Jail Advisory Board
Joseph was the Physical Education | recommended his release.

teacher of Model residential School

established in Idukki for SC/ST | As per section 467(2) of BNSS where a person
students. During the year 2021, they | who is already undergoing a sentence of]
committed rape on 2 minor girls | imprisonment for life is sentenced on a
several times. subsequent conviction to imprisonment for a
term or imprisonment for life, the subsequent
The prisoner was the 1st accused | sentence shall run concurrently with such

"The District Probation Officer, Idukki




imprisonment for life and to pay fine
of Rs.1,00,000/- i/d RI for one year
w's 376(2)(b)& 2(c) IPC, RI for | year
and to pay fine of Rs.2,500/- i/d SI for
3 months u/s 354 IPC vide judgment
dated 05.06.2006. Substantive
sentences to run concurrently. Set off
allowed for a period of 51 days.

He was also the Ist accused in
SC.N0.475/2003 of the Sessions
Court, Thodupuzha. In this case also
he was convicted and sentenced to
imprisonment for life and to pay fine
of Rs.50,000/- id RI
for one year u/s 376(2)(b)&2(c) IPC
and RI for 3 years and to pay fine of
Rs.5,000/- i/d RI for 6 months u/s 3(1)
(xii) of SC/ST Act and RI for 3 years
and to pay fine of
Rs.5,000/- i/d RI for 6 months u/s 3(2)
(v) of SC/ST(prevention of atrocities)
Act vide judgment dated 08.07.2009.

As per judgement the accused is not
entitled to set off for the period during
which he was undergoing
imprisonment after conviction in SC
486/2003 between the period from
5.6.2006 to 8.7.2009. Set off allowed
for the period during which he was in

judicial custody as under trial
prisoner.  sentences  shall  run
concurrently.

The judgment of the convicting
Court in SC 486/2003 was confirmed

and the appeal was dismissed by the
High Court vide Judgment in Crl.
Appeal No. 1099/2006  dated
15.06.2009.

P
in SC.No.486/2003 of the Sessions | previous sentence.
Court,  Thodupuzha. He  was
convicted and  sentenced to | The prisoner has undergone actual

imprisonment of 18 years, 02 months and 16
days as on 30.06.2024.

Neither in the judgment of the Hon'ble
Additional Sessions Court, Thodupuzha in
Sessions Case No0.486/2003, SC.No. 475/2003
and in the judgment of the Hon'ble High
Court in Crl. Appeal No.1099 of 2006 dated
15.06.2009 contain any adverse remarks
regarding  the  premature release  of
Sri.Thankamani.

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

The Jail Advisory Board has recommended for
his release on the ground that the prisoner has
undergone more than 18 years of incarceration,
his age being 75 years and his family
acceptance and report of the Probation Officer
regarding his rehabilitation is possible. But he is
seen sentenced for imprisonment for life by the
Court u/s 376(2)(b) of the IPC in both cases. As
per section 376(2)(b) of the I[PC, the
punishment for the same is rigorous
imprisonment for a term which shall not be less
than ten years, but which may extend to
imprisonment for life, which shall mean
imprisonment for the remainder of that person’s
natural life, and shall also be liable to fine. In
such circumstances, A/D may take appropriate
decision with regard to his premature release ]




3.C No.1762 SIVAN PILLAI S/o DAM

ODHARAN PILLAI, Age:58

Details of conviction

Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that on
16.10.2005 Sivan Pillai picked up a
quarrel  with  his  wife and
he poured kerosene on her body and
set fire with a match stick. She
succumbed to the burn injuries.

The prisoner was the accused in
SC.No0.443/2006 of the Additional
District & Sessions Court (Adhoc) -I,
Pathanamthitta. He was convicted
and sentenced to imprisonment for life
and to pay fine of Rs.35,000/- i/d RI
for 9 months u/s 302 [PC and RI for 2
years and to pay fine of Rs 15,000/-
i/d RI for 3 months u/s 498(A) IPC.
Substantive  sentences shall run
concurrently. 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.1502/2007 dated 01.03.2012.

The District ~ Probation  Officer
Pattanamthitta and the Police Report
recommends his release. 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 18 years, 06 months and 24
days as on 30.06.2024.

Neither in the judgment of the Hon'ble
Additional District & Sessions Court,
(Adhoc) -1, Pathanamthitta in Sessions Case
No0.443/2006 nor in the judgment of the
Hon'ble High Court in Crl. Appeal No.1502
of 2007 dated 01.03.2012. contain any
adverse remarks on the premature release of]
Sri.Sivan Pillai.

However, there are no records as to 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 are no
other legal impediments in granting
premature release to the prisoner Sri.Sivan
Pillai.

4.C No.2056 KRISHNA PILLAI S/o CHELLAPPAN PILLAI, Age: 74

Details of conviction

Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that on
03.12.2005 Krishna Pillai kidnapped a 3
years old nomadic child and committed
rape and murdered her. The corpse was
concealed in a heap of granite powder.

The District Probation Officer,
Alappuzha has recommended his release.
But the Police Report is adverse. Jail
Advisory Board recommended his release.
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He was the in SC.N0.35/2007 of
the Additional District & Sessions
Court, (Adhoc) Fast Track Court -1,
Pathanamthitta and convicted and
sentenced to Imprisonment for life u/s
302 [PC and RI for 6 years and to pay
fine of Rs.10,000/- i/d RI for 6 months
w's 366 [PC and RI for 10 years and to
pay fine of Rs 15,000/- i/d RI for 6
months u/s 376 IPC. Sentences to run
concurrently. Entitled to get set off.

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, 06
months and 25 days as on 30.06.2024.

There are no adverse remarks on the
premature release of Sri.Krishna Pillai
in the judgment of the Hon'ble
Additional District & Sessions Court,
(Adhoc) Pathanamthitta in Sessions Case
No0.35/2007 .

However, there are no records as to
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
Sri.Krishna Pillai.

S—

]

5.C No.3146 RAJU S/o PACHAN (A2), Age: 51

Details of conviction

=

Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that Raju
and Gopi committed rape on a minor
girl (11 years old)on different occasions
during the first half of the year 2003.

The convict was the 2nd accused
in SC.No.501/2005 of the Additional
District & Sessions Court( Fast Track
Court-I) ~ Thiruvananthapuram  and
convicted and sentenced to
Imprisonment for life and to pay fine of
Rs 25,000/-i/d SI for 03 years u/s 376
[PC. Entitled to set off.

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

As per Rule 464(iv) of the Kerala
Prisons and  Correctional  Services
(Management) Rules, 2014, life convicts of]
men and young offenders, except for cases
which come under the purview of section
433A of the Code of Criminal Procedure,
1973 and cases which shall be considered
after completing fourteen years of actual
imprisonment shall be considered when tfﬂ




The judgment of the convicting
Court was confirmed and the appeal
was dismissed by the High Court vide
Judgment in Crl. Appeal No.2629/2008
dated 08.02.2013.

years of imprisonment, including remission
is completed. The prisoner has undergone
actual imprisonment of 15 years, 11 months
and 23 days as on 30.06.2024.

Neither in the judgment of
the Hon'ble Additional District & Sessions
Court, Fast Track -I, Thiruvananthapuram
in Sessions Case No0.501/2005 nor in the
judgment of the Hon'ble High Court in
Crl. Appeal No0.2629 of 2008 dated
08.02.2013 contain any adverse remarks on
the premature release of Sri. Raju.

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 Sri. Raju.

6.C No.3391 SASI @ KAVI SASI S/o PODIYAN, Age: 63

Details of conviction

Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that due to
previous enmity, Sasi, on 16.06.2008
committed murder of one Ratnamma
near Gang Rest room building of
Kollam Railway Station.

He was the accused in
SC.No.462/2010 of the Hon'ble
Additional District & Sessions Court
(Adhoc-II) Kollam. He was convicted
and sentenced to Imprisonment for life
and to pay fine of Rs 10,000/-i/d RI for
06 months u/s 302 IPC. Entitled to get
set off.

From the contents of the file it is
seen that the prisoner was also the
accused in CC 847/2019 of the Hon'ble

The  District Probation Officer,
Thiruvananthapuram 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. The prisoner has undergone
actual imprisonment of 15 years, 7 months
and 26 days as on 30.06.2024.

The judgments of  the Hon'ble
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convicted and sentenced to rigorous
Imprisonment for 7 months ws 324 &
354 [PC and simple imprisonment for 3
months w/s 323 [PC.(since copy of the
Judgment is not produced with the case
file for perusal.)

The judgment in SC.No0.462/2010
of the Hon'ble Additional District &
Sessions Court( Adhoc-II) Kollam was
confirmed  and the appeal was
dismissed by the High Court vide
Judgment in Crl. Appeal No.457/2013
dated 23.07.2019.

JECM-I Court Kollam and he waﬂ Additional District & Sessions

Court( Adhoc-II) Kollam in Sessions Case
No.462/2010 and the judgment of the
Hon'ble High Court in Crl. Appeal
No0.457/2013 dated 23.07.2019 does not
contain any adverse remarks on the
premature release of Sri. Sasi.

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

[n the above circumstances, A/D may
be informed that on verification of payment
of fines by the convict, there is no other
legal impediment in granting premature

release to the prisoner Sri. Sasi

7.C N0.3573 AJITHKUMAR S/0 JANARDHANAN (A1), Age: 65

Details of conviction

Reasons for Recommendation W

The Prosecution case relates to the
Hooch tragedy case at Karunagappally
where the arishta sold from the
ayurveda dispensary of Al resulted in
the death of 2 persons and 11 persons
lost eyesight. There were 5 accused in
all.

The prisoner was the st accused
in SC.No.868/2003 of the Additional
District & Sessions Court-II, Kollam.
He was convicted and sentenced to RI
for 10 years u/s 304 part I IPC
and RI for 7 years u/s 325 [PC and RI
for 3 years u/s 201 r/w 34 IPC
and RI for Life w/s 57 (A)(ii) Abkari
Actand RI for 3 years u/s 55(a) (b) and
(1) and Sec. 58(A) of the Abkari Act
and Fine of Rs. 1 Lakh w/s 55 (a) (b)
and (i) of Abkari Act i/d
SI for 1 year and SI for 3
months u/s 6 of Poisons Act.

(copy of the judgment is not seen | Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973,

The  District Probation  Officer,
Kollam and Police has recommended his
release.  Jail Advisory Board also
recommended his release.

Rule 464(1)(iv) of the Kerala Prisons
and Correctional Services (Management)
Rules, 2014, stipulates that Life convicts of]
men and young offenders, except for cases
which come under the purview of section
433A of the Code of Criminal Procedure,
1973 and cases which shall be considered
after completing fourteen years of actual
imprisonment shall be considered when ten
years of imprisonment, including remission
is completed.

Rule 464(1)(viii) of the Kerala Prisons and
Correctional Services (Management) Rules,
2014 provides that male prisoners above 65
years and for female prisoners above 55
years and infirm offenders, who do not
come within the purview of section 433A of]




produced with the case file for
perusal. Hence AD may verify
whether the sentences run

concurrently or consecutively and
any other impediments)

The judgment of the convicting
Court was partly allowed and held that
that conviction w/s 304 Part Il [PC and
57 A(ii) & section 58 A of the Abkari
Act are confirmed and set aside the
conviction and
sentence u/s 325 and 201 r/w 34 IPC
and 55(a)(b) and (i) of Abkari Act by
the High Court vide Judgment in Crl.
Appeal No.1166/2008 dated
17.12.2009.

The Judgment of the Appellate
Court was confirmed by the Supreme
Court vide judgment in CrlA.
No.1180/2010 dated 28.1.2016.

sentenced for one year or more, on
completion of one third of the substantive
sentence including remission, shall be
considered, on condition that they shall be
in jail for at least one year.

The judgment of the convicting Court is not
available. Hence it is not clear whether
there is any stipulation in the convicting
court judgment against his release. A/D may
verify the same. There are no records as to
the payment of fine imposed on the
convict. Hence A/D may verify the same.

[n the above circumstances, A/D may
be informed that subject to the verification
of payment of fines by the convict and
on verification of whether any stipulations
are there in the convicting court judgment
against his release, there is no other legal
impediment in granting premature release to
the prisoner Sri.Ajithkumar.

8.C N0.3597 K.D SEBASTIAN S/o0 DEVASIA, Age: 71

Details of conviction

Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that on
account of the enmity due to division of
family = property, on 16.03.2004
Sebastian and two others assaulted one
Scaria and ingested acid into his mouth.
Later Scaria succumbed to death.

The prisoner was the 2nd accused
in SC.No.70/2006 of the Additional

Sessions Court, Pathanamthitta and
convicted and sentenced to
Imprisonment for life u/s

302 IPC and SI for 6 months w/s 323
[PC. Set off allowed. sentence shall run
concurrently.

The judgment of the convicting
Court was confirmed by upheld the
conviction of 2nd accused and the
appeal was dismissed by the High
Court vide Judgment in Crl. Appeal

The  District Probation  Officer,
Pathanamthitta and Police have
recommended his release. 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 wunless he had
undergone atleast 14 years of imprisonment.
He has undergone actual imprisonment of 14
years, 05 months and 13 days as on
30.06.2024.

Neither in the judgment of the Hon'ble
Additional Sessions Court, Pathanamthitta
in Sessions Case No0.70/2006 nor in the
judgment of the Hon'ble High Court in Crl.
Appeal No0.2491 of 2009 dated 20.09.2014
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No0.2491/2009 dated 20.09.2014.

contain any adverse remarks on the

premature release of Sri.K.D Sebastian.

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

9.C No0.3852 BABUKUMAR S/0 APPU

|

Details of conviction

Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that there
were four accused in the murder case of
Ambika. On 19.02.1996 Babukumar
administered a pesticide mixed in liquor
to Ambika in disguise of medicine for
stomach-ache. She died on 20.02.1996
while undergoing treatment in Medical
College Hospital, Thiruvananthapuram.

He was the Ist accused in
SC.N0.375/1997 of the Additional
District and Sessions Court, Fast Track
-1, Thiruvananthapuram and
convicted and sentenced to
[mprisonment for life and to pay fine of
Rs 25, 000/- i/d RI for 3 years u/s 302
[PC.

The judgment of the convicting
Court was confirmed and the appeal
was dismissed by the High Court vide
Judgment in Crl. Appeal No.2123/2004
dated 13.03.2008.

The District ~ Probation  Officer,
Thiruvananthapuram  and Police were
recommended for his release. 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 20
years, 06 months and 04 days as on
30.06.2024.

Neither in the judgment of the Hon'ble
Additional District & Sessions Court, Fast
Track -II, Thiruvananthapuram in Sessions
Case No0.375/1997 nor in the judgment of
the Hon'ble High Court in Crl. Appeal
No.2113 of 2004 dated 13.08.2008 contain
any adverse remarks on the premature
release of Sri. Babukumar.

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

[n 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 Sri.Babukumar.




12.C No. 4459 MANOJ S/o SREEDHARAN, Age:54

Details of conviction

Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that on
03.07.2006 Manoj entered into the
house of Ramabhadran and his wife
Vasanthi with a stick and she
succumbed to the injuries on the spot.

The prisoner was the accused in
SC.No.1161/2007 of the Additional
District and Sessions Court, Fast
Track -I, Thiruvananthapuram. He was
convicted and sentenced to
[mprisonment for life and to pay fine
of Rs 5000/- i/d RI for one month u/s
302 IPC and RI for 3 years and to pay
fine of Rs.5,000/- i/d RI for one month
w/s 449 IPC and SI for one year u/s
324 IPC. Sentences shall run
concurrently.Set off allowed.

The District ~ Probation  Officer
Thiruvananthapuram 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 as on 30.06.2024.

The judgment of the Hon'ble Additional
District & Sessions Court, Fast Track -I,
Thiruvananthapuram in  Sessions Case
No.1161/2007 contain no adverse remarks on
the premature release of Sri. Manoj.

There are no records as to 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 .

13.C No. 4536 HASHIM S/o MUHAMMED JAMAL(A2), Age: 53

Details of conviction

Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that the
accused is one among the four persons
involved in the murder of on Binulal, a
private videographer and Vijayan, a
police officer. The prisoner is the 2nd
accused in SC.N0.296/1996 of the
Additional District & Sessions Court-
[I, Thiruvananthapuram and convicted
and sentenced to imprisonment for
life ws 302 IPC and RI for 14 years

The - District  Probation  Officer,
Thiruvananthapuram  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
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concurrently. Set off allowed.

The judgment of the convicting
Court was partly allowed and
sentence imposed ws 392 IPC is
reduced to imprisonment for 10 years
by the High Court vide Judgment in
Crl.  Appeal No0.795/1998 dated
21.12.1998 (SC.N0.296/1996)

The prisoner was the st
accused in SC.No.16/1998 of the
District & Sessions Court,
Thiruvananthapuram. He was
convicted and sentenced to an
imprisonment for life u/s 302 IPC and
RI for 10 years u/s 392 IPC and RI for
l month u/s 341
[PC

The judgment of the convicting
Court was partly allowed sentence
imposed u/s 392 IPC is reduced to
imprisonment for 10 years by the High
Court vide Judgment in Crl. Appeal
No0.795/1998 dated 21.12.1998
(SC.N0.296/1996)

ws 392 IPC. Sentences shall run?

—

released from prison unless he had undergone
atleast 14 years of imprisonment. He has
undergone actual imprisonment of 27 years,
06 months and 0 days as on 30.06.2024.

[n the judgment of the Hon'ble Additional
Sessions Court, -II, Thiruvananthapuram in
Sessions Case 16/1998 dated 28.09.2001 , it
is stated that any remission or commutation.
if any, granted by the appropriate authority, in
respect of the earlier imprisonment for life
will not available for the sentence of
imprisonment for life awarded in this case'.
Hence, it is seen that the cases of the prisoner
has to be considered individually and separate
orders of remission is thus necessary. In view
of the above remarks of the Court, the
prisoner will not be entitled to the benefit of
Section 467 BNSS.

14.C No. 5223 FERRY @ FREDDY S/o

FRANCIS (A3)

The Prosecution case is that
Ferry @ Freddy is the third accused
among the four accused involved in
the murder case of one Binulal, a
private videographer
and Vijayan, a police officer on duty in
two different incidents within a span
of one hour on 10.07.1996 night in-
between Thampanoor — East fort area.

On 10.07.1996 while Binulal was
coming out of Chithira bar,
Thakaraparampu, Ferry along with
others tried to rob him and others
stabbed on chest, abdomen and back
of Binulal. He was later taken by
police party to Medical College

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. He has
undergone actual imprisonment of 27 years,
19 days as on 30.06.2024.




Hospital
Thiruvananthapuram, where he was
declared dead.

Facts of the other case is that on
10.07.1996 Ferry along with others
snatched valuables from Ramayyan
putting him under fear of death. On
seeing this Police party rushed into the
scene. Murugan, the Ist accused in
stabbed Vijayan of
Police Party, when they tried to catch
them and he succumbed to the
injuries

The prisoner was the 3rd accused
in SC.N0.296/1996 of the Additional
District & Sessions Court,
Thiruvananthapuram. He was
convicted and sentenced to
imprisonment for life for life u/s 302
[PC and RI for 14 years ws 392
[PC.vide judgment dated 22.08.1998.
set off allowed. substantive sentences
shall run concurrently.Pages 82 and 83
of the judgment are illegible, hence it
is difficult to ascertain the directions
made by the Hon'ble court in that
pages.

The prisoner was also the 4th
accused in SC.No.16/1998 of the
District & Sessions Court,
Thiruvananthapuram. He was
convicted and sentenced to
imprisonment for life u/s 302 IPC and
RI for 10 years u/s 392 IPC and RI for
1 month u/s 341
[PC

The judgment of the convicting
court was partly allowed and the
sentence imposed u/s 392 IPC is
reduced to imprisonment for 10 years
by the High Court vide Judgment in
Crl.  Appeal No0.795/1998 dated
21.12.1998 (SC.N0.296/1996)

In the judgment of the Hon'ble
Additional Sessions Court, -1L,
Thiruvananthapuram in  Sessions Case

16/1998 dated 28.09.2001 , it is stated that
any remission or commutation, if any, granted
by the appropriate authority, in respect of the
earlier imprisonment for life will not
available for the sentence of imprisonment
for life awarded in this case'. Hence, it is seen
that the cases of the prisoner has to be
considered individually and separate orders
of remission is thus necessary. In view of the |
above remarks of the Court, the prisoner will|
not be entitled to the benefit of Section 467
BNSS. é

|
|
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15.C No. 5237 RAMASUBRAMANIAN @ MANI S/o SUBBAYYA NADAR, Age.: 77

The Prosecution case is that due to
previous enmity, on 08.08.1999
Ramasubramanian made entry into the
house of Sabitha Beevi and committed
murder of Sabitha Beevi and her
children Jasmin, Jiyas and Navas.

The judgment in SC.N0.973/2001 of ‘
First Additional Sessions Judee, Kollam
and the Judgment in Crl. Appeal
No.410/2003 of High Court dated |
05.10.2004 are not available with the
case file.

The District Probation Officer, Tenkasi
has  recommended for his release.
Superintendent of Police, Tenkasi District
have not given any adverse remarks
regarding his release. Jail Advisory Board
recommended his release.

Since copies of the Judgment of Sessions
Court & High Court is not enclosed, it
cannot be ascertained whether there is any
impediment in the Judgment of the lower
court and the High Court against premature
release of the accused. It is seen from the
contents of the Judgment of the Hon'ble
Supreme Court in Crl Appeal No. 22/2005
that the accused was sentenced to death
penalty by the First Additional Sessions
Judge, Kollam in its Judgment in SC
973/2001 which was confirmed in appeal
by the High Court in Crl Appeal No.
410/2003.

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 22 years, 11 months and S
days as on 30.06.2024.

However, AD may consider the sentences
imposed by the Lower Court and High
Court and the nature of the offence
committed by the prisoner before issuing
orders in this case. J

16.C No. 5258 YONNUS S/o UMMER HAJI

The Prosecution case is that on
26.11.2002 due to enmity with his wife
and her family members the prisoner
committed murder of his 6 months aged
son.

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




The prisoner was the accused in
SC.No0.264/2003 of First Additional
Sessions Fast Track Court -I (Adhoc),
Manjeri and convicted and sentenced.
sentence portion in the judgment given
as follows:-

In the result,accused is sentenced to
undergo imprisonment for life and to pay
fine of Rs.5,000/-.In the event of
remission,commutation etc and on
default to pay fine,he shall undergo
additional term of imprisonment of two
years u/s 302 of [PC. set off is not
allowed on the ground that since life
imprisonment implies the remaining part
of life.

The judgment of the convicting
Court was confirmed and the appeal
was dismissed by the High Court vide
Judgment in Crl. Appeal No.783/2005
dated 18.08.2009.

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, 08 months and 12 days as on
30.06.2024.

The  judgment  of the Hon'ble
Additional  Sessions Court, Adhoc
Manjeri in Sessions Case No. 264/2003
and in the judgment of the Hon'ble High
Court in Crl. Appeal No.783 of 2005
dated 18.08.2009 does not contain any
adverse remarks on the premature release
of Sri.Yonnus.

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.

17.C No. 5705 BALAKRISHNAN @ SOMAN S/o VELAYUDHAN ASSARIAge: 56

The Prosecution case is that, on
16.01.1995, Balakrishnan along with his
brother Sreekumar (A2) manhandled and
made his wife unconscious and then set
fire on her body after pouring kerosene.
She died on the scene of crime itself due
to the severe burn injuries.

He was the Ist accused in
SC.No0.197/1998 of Additional District &
Sessions Court (Fast Track -I),
Trivandrum convicted and sentenced to
Imprisonment for life
and to pay fine of Rs 5,000/- i/d RI for 1

The District Probation Officer
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. He has undergone actual
imprisonment of 20 years, 10 months and




\Y

e

years and to pay fine of Rs 2,000/- i/d RI
for 4 months u/s 498(A) IPC. set off
allowed.substantive sentences shall run
concurrently.(copy of the judgment
submitted with the case file is illegible.)

L

year u/s 302 r/w 34 IPC and RI for 2 |

L1 days as on 30.06.2024.

No adverse remarks on the premature
release of Sri.Balakrishnan are seen in
the Judgment of the Hon'ble Additional
District and Sessions Court, (Fast Track -I,
Thiruvananthapuram in Sessions Case
No.197/1998 .

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

[n 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.

[8.C No. 5739 RAJENDRAN S/0 CHANDRA KUMAR, Age:68

his wife, the deceased and compelled
her to swallow the same by threatening
the deceased that he would kill her
younger son if she did not swallow.
Under duress, she swallowed the
poisoned food. She breathed her last on
18.05.2001 evening while treatment at
Govt. Hospital Vandiperiyar

The prisoner was the accused in
SC.N0.36/2005 of Sessions Court
Thodupuzha. He was convicted and
sentenced to imprisonment for life and
to  pay fine of Rs.
1,00,000/- i/d RI for 1 year 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.565/2007
dated 01.08.2011.

The Prosecution case is that, 0[? The District Probation Ofﬁcerﬁ
16.05.2001 the Rajendran forcibly thrust | recommended his release. Police report is
rice mixed with poison into the mouth of | 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, 03
months and 03 days as on 30.06.2024.

Neither in the judgment of the Hon'ble
Sessions Court- Thodupuzha in Sessions
Case No.36/2005 nor in the judgment of
the Hon'ble High Court in Crl. Appeal
No.565 of 2007 dated 01.08.2011 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.

19.C No. 6103 AJITH @ AJI S/o THANKAPPAN. Age: 50

The Prosecution case is that on
17.12.1991, Ajith trespassed into the
house of the deceased
Padmashi aged 65 years and stole her
gold chain after murdering her.

He was the accused in
SC.No.123/1993 of Additional
Sessions Court Alappuzha convicted
and sentenced Imprisonment for life
w/s 302 IPC and RI for 5 years and to
pay fine of Rs.2,000/- i/d RI for 3
months u/s 449 [PC and RI for 5 years
and to pay fine of Rs.2,000/- i/d RI for
3 months w/s 392 IPC. set off allowed.
substantive  sentences  shall  run
concurrently.

The District Probation Officer,
Thiruvananthapuram and the Police do
not recommended for his release. Jail
Superintendent remarked that he has
absconded while released from Open
Prison, Nettukaltheri, on leave on
21.06.2023 with direction to report back
to prison on 08.07.2023. But did not
return to prison. During that time he
had involved in crime 1590/2023
(Alappuzha North P.S) w's 294(b), 324,
394 IPC on the file of the Hon'ble CJM,
Alappuzha and remanded to District
Jail, Alappuzha. He was admitted in this
prison on 24.12.2023. 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 shall not be released from prison
unless he had undergone atleast 14 years
of imprisonment. He has undergone
actual imprisonment of 28 years, 02
months and 12 days as on 30.06.2024.

Judgment of the Hon'ble Additional
Sessions Court Alappuzha in Sessions
Case No.123/1993 dated 13.12.1995
contain no adverse remarks on the
premature release of Sri.Ajith.

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

In the above circumstances, A/D

20.C No. 6593 AYYAPPAN S/o0 RAMAN. Age: 35

The Prosecution case is that on
17.03.1997 Ayyappan quarreled with his
wife Nirmala and inflicted cut injuries on
her neck with a chopper on account of
misunderstanding and lack of affection in
not taking care of him and not
cooperating with his affairs. Nirmala
succumbed to injuries on the spot.

He was the accused in
SC.No.128/1998 of Additional District &
Sessions Court (Fast Track II), Palakkad
and was convicted and sentenced
Imprisonment for life and to pay fine of
Rs 10,000/- i/d SI for 2 years u/s 302 IPC.
Set off allowed.

The District Probation Officer
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 shall not be released from
prison unless he had undergone atleast
14 years of imprisonment. The
prisoner  has  undergone actual
imprisonment of 21 years, 08 months
and 16 days as on 30.06.2024.

Judgment of the Hon'ble
Additional ~ Sessions Court, (Fast
Track -II, Palakkad in Sessions Case
No.197/1998  contain no adverse
remarks on the premature release of]
Sri.Ayyappan.

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

In the above circumstances, A/Iﬂ
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 Sri. Ayyapan.

S——




21.C No. 6596 GOUSJAN @ HOUJAN S/o MEHABOOB KHAN, Age:60

The Prosecution case is that on
10.02.1998 Gousjan trespassed into the
house of Sherin and attempted to
commit rape on her. When she resisted,
Gousjan inflicted several injuries on
her. She succumbed to her injuries
while undergoing treatment at the
Government Medical College Hospital,
Thiruvananthapuram.

He was the accused in
SC.No.541/2001 of Additional
Sessions Court-I, Kollam. He was
convicted and sentenced to
Imprisonment for life and to pay fine
of Rs.1,00,000/- i/d RI for 3 years u/s
302 IPC and RI for 5 years u/s 499 of
[PC. The substantive sentence shall run
concurrently. Set off allowed.

The appeal was partly allowed.
Fine amount has been reduced to
10,000/- i/d imprisonment for 6 months
by the High Court vide Judgment in
Crl. Appeal No.1163/2004 dated
27.03.2008.

The District Probation Officer have
recommended for 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
shall not be released from prison unless he
had undergone atleast 14 years of]
imprisonment. The prisoner has undergone
actual imprisonment of 19 years, 06 months
and 10 days as on 30.06.2024.

Neither in the judgment of the Hon'ble
Additional Sessions Court- Kollam in
Sessions Case No0.541/2001 nor in the
judgment of the Hon'ble High Court in
Crl. Appeal No.1163 of 2004 dated
27.03.2008 contain any adverse remarks on
the premature release of Sri.Gousjan@
Houjan.

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

—j

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 Sri.
Gousjan@ Houjan.

22.C No. 6597 MANOJ S/o KUTTAPPAN (A1), Age: 45

The Prosecution case is that the

accused Manoj

The District Probation Officer has |
recommended his release. Police report is

& 2 others on account of previous | adverse. Jail Advisory Board has
animosity, on 03/06/2000 picked up a | recommended his release.

quarrel with one Rajan and the second

accused stabbed the deceased As per sec. 475 BNSS where a
using a knife and all the accused ran away | sentence of imprisonment for life is
from the scene. Rajan succumbed to | imposed on conviction of a person for an




-

injuries while undergoing treatment at
Govt. Hospital Perumbavoor.

Prisoner was the Ist accused in
SC.No0.277/2003 of Additional Sessions
Court, North Paravoor. The prisoner was
convicted and sentenced Imprisonment
for life u/s 302 IPC(copy of the judgment
submitted with the case file is illegible)

The judgment of the convicting
dismissed by the

Judgment in Crl. Appeal No.1724/2007
dated 28.11.2011.

|
|
|

Court was confirmed and the appeal was |
High Court vide

|

- remarks in that judgment. Hence AD may

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, 07 months and 01 days as on
30.06.2024.

The judgment of the Hon'ble High
Court in Crl. Appeal No.1724 of 2007
dated 28.11.2011 contain no adverse
remarks on the premature release ofl
Sri.Manoj. Since the copy of the
judgment of lower court submitted with
the case file is illegible, it is difficult to
ascertain whether there are any adverse

verify the same.
Since the prisoner has completed the

minimum period stipulated by section
475 BNSS, subject to the verification of]

the judgment of lower court there is no
legal impediment in his premature
release.

23.C No. 7181 ABHILASH S/o VELAPPAN, Age: 54

08.08.2005 Abhilash poured petrol over
the body of his wife who was pregnant
and set fire. She succumbed to the burn
injuries on 09.08.2005 while undergoing
treatment in MCH, Kozhikode.

The prisoner was the accused in
SC.No.146/2008 of Sessions Court-,
Wayanad, Kalpetta and was convicted
and sentenced Imprisonment for life
and to pay fine of Rs.25,000/- u/s 302
[PC. 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.1757/2010
dated 15.06.2015.

The Prosecution case is that oﬂ

The District Probation Ofﬁceﬂ
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. The  prisoner  has
undergone actual imprisonment of 18
years, 10 months and 26 days as on
30.06.2024.

Neither in the judgment of the Hon'ble
Sessions Court- Wayanad in Sessions




Case No.146/2008 nor in the judgment
of the Hon'ble High Court in Crl. Appeal
No.1757 of 2010 dated 15.06.2015
contain any adverse remarks on the
premature release of Sri.Abhilash.

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

24.C No. 9164 AJAYAN S/o RAVEENDRAN, Age: 43

The Prosecution case is that on
08.10.2002 while Soorya, sixth standard
student was
returning home from school, Ajayan took
her  beneath  the bridge  and
brutally raped and strangulated her to
death and dumped her body in
Pallikkal river.

The prisoner was the accused in
SC.No0.403/2004 of Additonal District &

Sessions Court (Adhoc) Fast Track
Court-I,  Pathanamthitta. ~He  was
convicted and sentenced to
[mprisonment for life

and to pay fine of Rs.50,000/-i/d RI for 4
years u/s 302 [PC and RI for 7
years and to pay fine of
Rs.50,000/- i/d RI for 4 years ws 376
PC.

The judgment of the convicting
Court was confirmed and the appeal
was dismissed by the High Court vide
Judgment in Crl. Appeal No.1710/2005
dated 05.10.2009

The judgment of the Trail Court and
Appellate was confirmed by the Hon'ble
Supreme Court vide Judgment in .Crl.
Appeal No.563/2014 dated 07.03.2014.
The sentence was modified to the extent
thatthe sentences awarded by the lower
courts shall run concurrently.

The District Probation Officer and
the Police are adverse. Jail Advisory
Board recommended his release with
the opinion of rehabilitating him with
the assistance of accredited
agencies/NGO's.

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 21
years, 02 months and 23 days as on
30.06.2024.

The judgments of the Hon'ble
District and Sessions Court (Adhoc)
Pathanamthitta in  Sessions Case
No.403/2004, Hon'ble High Court in
Crl. Appeal No.1710 of 2005 dated
05.10.2009 and SLP.Crl.A
No0.9778/2013 of Hon'ble Supreme
Court does not contain any adverse
remarks regarding the premature
release of Sri.Ajayan.

There are no records regarding the
payment of fine imposed on the
convict. Hence A/D may verify the
same.
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In the above circumstances, AH
’-may be informed that subject to the
verification of payment of fines by the

convict, there is no other legal
limpediment in granting premature
release to the prisoner Sri. Ajayan.

]

25.C No. 1455 MAJEED S/o ABOOBACKER, Age: 68

The Prosecution case is that the |
accused stabbed Kumar(the victim,
PWI1) with the intention of killing him,
due to enmity, on account of giving
evidence against the prisonerin SC
60/1991 before the Hon'ble Sessions
Court Thiruvananthapuram, in which he
was convicted and sentenced to life
imprisonment under Section 302 of the
[PC.

The prisoner was the accused in
SC.No.355/2015 of Additional District
& Sessions Court-V,
Thiruvananthapuram and was
convicted and sentenced RI for Life
and to pay fine of Rs. 25,000/ i/d SI for
I year and u/s 307 IPC and RI for |
year u/s 324 IPC vide judgment dated
07.02.2017. The sentences shall run
concurrently.

He was also the accused in
SC.N0.903/2011 of Additonal Assistant
Sessions Court-I, Thiruvananthapuram.
In this case he was convicted and
sentenced to RI for a period of 6
months and to pay fine of Rs.5,000/-i/d
SI for 1 month u/s 324 IPC. The
accused is entitled to set off

Lthat fact may also be considered by the

The District Probation Officer has|
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  judgments of  the Hon'ble
Additional District and Sessions Court
Thiruvananthapuram in SC No.355/2015
and the District and Sessions Court-I,
Thiruvananthapuram in  SC.N0.905/
2011 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.

Hence the A/D may be informed that
there is no legal impediment in his
premature release. However the prisoner
is seen involved in a number of cases,
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26.C No. 2751 BHASKARAN NADAR S/o0 KESAVAN NADAR, Age: 74

Details of conviction

Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that the
accused committed rape on his minor
daughter aged 13 years many times
during the period from 2013 to 2015.

The was the accused in
SC.No0.388/2016 of the Addl. Dist &
Sessions Court for the cases Relating
to atrocities and Sexual violence
against Women and  Children,
Thiruvananthapuram and was
convicted and sentenced to
[mprisonment for life which shall mean
the imprisonment for the reminder of
his natural life and to pay fine of Rs.

50000/-i/d RI for lyear u/s 376(2)(i).

[PC and RI for 6 months and to pay
fine of Rs. 5000/- i/d RI for 1 month
u/s 506(1) [PC and RI for 5 years and to
pay fine of Rs. 25000/- i/d RI for 6
months ws 9 t/w 10 of POCSO Act.

The judgment of the convicting
Court was confirmed and the appeal
was dismissed by the High Court vide
Judgment in Crl. Appeal No0.36/2019
dated 03.11.2023.

The District Probation Officer,
recommended his rehabilitation to
probation home. 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.

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

The Jail  Advisory Board had
recommended his release only on the
ground that the prisoner is aged 74 years.
But he is seen sentenced for imprisonment
for life by the Court u/s 376(2)(b) of the
[PC in both cases. As per section 376(2)
(b) of the IPC, the punishment for the
same is rigorous imprisonment for a term
which shall not be less than ten years, but
which may extend to imprisonment for
life, which shall mean imprisonment for
the remainder of that person’s natural life,
and shall also be liable to fine. In such
circumstances, A/D may take appropriate
decision with regard to his premature
release"
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27. C No. 2874 DEVARAJAN S/o ANANTHAKRISHNAN ACHARI, Age:70

Details of conviction

]

Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that on
10.11.2015 Devarajan committed rape
on a mentally
disabled deaf and dumb lady aged 78
years who belonged to scheduled caste.

The prisoner was the accused in
SC.No.1070/2016 of the Addl. Dist &
Sessions Court, for the cases Relating to
atrocities and Sexual violence against
Women and Children,
Thiruvananthapuram and convicted and
sentenced to Imprisonment for life and
|to pay fine of Rs. 100000/-i/d RI for 2
years u/s 376(2)(j) of 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.1149/2018
dated 07.02.2024.

I
|

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, 13 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.

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

The prisoner has been sentenced to
[mprisonment for life u/s 376(2)(j) of IPC
and once an accused sentenced to
[mprisonment for life w/s 376(2)(j) of]
[PC, as per the punishment part of the
section 376(2) it shall mean the
imprisonment for the reminder of his
natural life. The judgment of the
convicting Court was confirmed by
Hon'ble High Court vide Judgment in
Crl.  Appeal No.1149/2018  dated
07.02.2024. The Jail Advisory Board had
recommended his release only on the
ground that the prisoner is aged 70 years
and suffering from old age ailments. In
the circumstances,_ A/D may take
appropriate decision with regard to his
premature release




28.C No. 2881 SASI @ KAKKAKOTHI S/o SANKARAN, Age: 73

Details of conviction

Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that on
12.02.2016 he committed rape on a
minor girl aged 14 years.

He was the accused in
SC.No.301/2016 of the Addl. Dist &
Sessions Court, for the cases Relating to
atrocities and Sexual violence against
Women and Children,
Thiruvananthapuram and convicted and
sentenced to I[mprisonment for life and
to pay fine of Rs.100000/- i/d
RI for 2 years u/s 376(2)(i) IPC and RI
for 5 years and to pay fine of Rs.25000/-
/d RI for 6 months ws 450 IPC.
Substantive sentence 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 No.71/2019
dated 09.01.2024.

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

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

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 been sentenced to
Imprisonment for life w/s 376(2)(i) of IPC
and once an accused sentenced to
Imprisonment for life w/s 376(2)(i) of IPC, as
per the punishment part of the section 376(2)
it shall mean the imprisonment for the
reminder of his natural life. The judgment of]
the convicting Court was confirmed by
Hon'ble High Court vide Judgment in Crl.
Appeal No.71/2019 dated 09.01.2024. The
Jail Advisory Board had recommended his
release only on the ground that the prisoner is
aged 73 years and suffering from Larynx
cancer and old age ailments. In the
circumstances, A/D may take appropriate
decision with regard to his premature release.
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29.C No. 4587 SALIM @ MUNDA SALIM S/o SAID MUHAMMED,Age-73

.

Details of conviction

‘
Reasons for Recommendation 4

The Prosecution case is that or?\
19.10.2017 Salim committed house
trespass and committed sexual assault
on a minor girl.

He was the accused in
SC.No.1814/2017 of the Fast Track |
Special Court Attingal and convicted
and sentenced to RI for S years and to
pay fine of Rs. 10,000/- i/d RI for 3
months u/s 452 [PC
and RI for 4years and to pay fine of
Rs.30,000/- i/d RI for 6 months u/s 8
of POCSO Act. The substantive
sentence shall run concurrently. Set off
allowed.

The District ~ Probation  Officer,
recommended his release. But the Police
Report is adverse. Jail Advisory Board
recommended his release. |
There are no records regarding the payment‘
of fine imposed on the convict. Hence A/D,
may verify the same.

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 02 years, 11 months and 16
days as on 30.06.2024.

Judgment  of  the Hon'ble  Additional
Sessions Court- (POCSO0),
Thiruvananthapuram in  Sessions Case

No.1814/2017 contain no adverse remarks
on the premature release of Sri.Salim

[n 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.

5454 SIVADASAN S/o NARAYANAN, Age: 81

Details of conviction

Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that on
account of animosity towards one
Rajkumar in connection with dispute
regarding a pathway, on 22.04.2017
the accused attacked Rajkumar with a
tapping knife. The victim sustained
injuries on the back of his head, rib area,
and left leg.

The prisoner was the accused in
SC.No.1225/2017 of the Hon'ble
Assistant Sessions Court, Karunagapally
convicted and sentenced to
[mprisonment SI for 4 years and to pay
fine of Rs.25,000/- i/d SI for 6 months u/s

308 IPC and pay  fine  of
Rs.2,000/- i/d SI  for 10 days
ws 506 [PC and pay fine of

Rs.500 i/d SI for 10 days u/s 341 IPC.

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

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

As per Rule 464 (l)(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 01 year, 05 months and
05 days as on 30.06.2024. He has
undergone imprisonment of 01 year, 07
months and 26 days including all kinds
of remission as on 30.06.2024. Jail
Superintendent reported that the prisoner
is having old age ailments.

Judgment of the Hon'ble Assistant
Session Court in Sessions Case
No.1225/2017 contain no adverse
remarks on the premature release of the
prisoner.

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 .

—




31. C No. 2242 MURALI S/o GOPI,

>

ge: 62

Details of conviction

-

Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that on
27.01.2014 Murali committed tresspass
and committed rape on a 20 year ol
severe mentally retarded girl.

o

He was the accused in
SC.No.1358/2014 of the Addl.
Sessions Court for the cases Relating to
atrocities and Sexual violence against

Thiruvananthapuram and convicted

which shall mean imprisonment for the
reminder of his natural life and to pay

ws 376(2)(1) IPC and RI for 5 years
and to pay fine of Rs.20,000/- i/d RI
for 6
months u/s 450 [PC.

The judgment of the convicting
Court was modified to RI for 14
years and to pay fine of Rs.20,000/- u/s
376(2)(1) IPC and RI for 6 months and
to pay fine of Rs.10,000/- u/s 450 IPC.
The sentences shall run concurrently
and set off allowed by the High Court
vide Judgment in Crl Appeal
No.1305/2018 dated 30.01.2023

7

Women and Children, |

and sentenced to Imprisonment for life |

fine of Rs.50,000/- i/d RI for 2 years |

The District  Probation Officer,
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 10 years, 05 months and 04 days as on
30.06.2024.

Neither in the judgment of the Hon'ble
Additional  Sessions  Court- POCSO,
Thiruvananthapuram  in  Sessions Case
No.1358/2014 nor in the judgment of the
Hon'ble High Court in Crl. Appeal No.1305
of 2018 dated 30.01.2013 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.

[n 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 .




32.C No. 4622 KUNJAPPAN S/o KUNJUKUTTAN, Age:63

Details of conviction

Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that due
to previous animosity, on 09.03.2012,
Kunjappan trespassed into the victim's
house and poured acid over victim and
his wife through the window of the
room in which they were sleeping and
caused serious burn injuries.

He was the accused in
SC.No0.211/2018 of the Addl. Sessions
Court -II-Kottayam(SPL) and was
convicted and sentenced to Rigorous
Imprisonment for 10 years and to pay
fine of Rs.50,000/- i/d RI for 6 months
u/s 307 IPC and RI for 7 years and to
pay fine of Rs.25,000/- i/d RI for 3
months u/s 458 [PC. The sentences
shall run concurrently. Set off
allowed.

The report of the District Probation Officer
and the Police are adverse. Jail Advisory Board
has recommended his release.

Rule 464(1)(v) of Kerala Prisons and
Correctional Services Management Rules, 20 [4,
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 He has
undergone actual imprisonment of 05 years, 01
months and 16 days as on 30.06.2024.

The Judgment of the Hon'ble Addl.
Sessions Court -[[-Kottayam in Sessions Case
No.211/2018 does not contain any adverse
remarks on the premature release  of]
Sri.Kunjappan.

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.

33.C No. 5586 MURUKAN S/o VELU, Age: 62

Details of conviction

Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that due to
previous enmity, on 31.01.2018
Murukan caused a deep
cut injury on the head of a woman.
Immediately, she was taken to the
hospital and admitted there for 8 days.

The District Probation Officer,
Thiruvananthapuram recommended for his
rehabilitation to a probation home. Police

Report is adverse. Jail Advisory Board has
recommended his release.

Rule 464((1)(v) of Kerala Prisonsi@
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He was the accused in
SC.N0.991/2018 of the Addl. Sessions
Court -POCSO, Thiruvananthapuram
and convicted and sentenced to RI for
8 years and to pay fine of Rs. 25,000/-

allowed.

i/d RI for 6 months u/s 307 IPC. Set off

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 6 years, 04
months and 28 days as on 30.06.2024.

Judgment of the Hon'ble Additional
Sessions Court- POCSO, Thiruvananthapuram
in Sessions Case N0.991/2018 does not contain
any adverse remarks on the premature release of]
Sri. Murukesan.

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 Sri. Murukesan.

34.C No. 5347 JAYAPRAKASH S/0 GOPALAN NAIR, Age: 62

=

Details of conviction

|

Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that on
04.04.2003, due to previous enmity,
the accused assaulted one Sanalkumar
with a sword causing grievous
injuries.

Copy of the judgment of the
lower court not submitted for perusal.
From the contents of the Judgment of
the High Court it is seen that he
prisoner was the accused in
SC.No.223/2007 of the Addl.
Sessions Court -(Adhoc-I), Kottayam
and convicted and sentenced to

The District Probation Officer,
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

Rigorous Imprisonment for 3 years



and to pay fine of Rs.5,000/- i/d RI
for 6 months ws 326 IPC and RI for 4
years and to pay fine of Rs.10,000/-
i/d RI
for 1 year u/s 307 IPC.

The sentence of the convicting

and to pay fine of Rs.25,000/- i/d RI
for 8 months u/s 307 IPC and RI for
2 years and to pay fine of Rs.10,000/-

i/d RI
for 2 months ws 326 IPC. The
substantive  sentences shall run

concurrently and setoff allowed by
the High Court vide Judgment in Crl.
Appeal No0.2456/2007 dated
01.09.2022.

Court was modified to RI for 3 years |

remission is completed. The prisoner has
undergone actual imprisonment of 1 years, 07
months and 14 days as on 30.06.2024. He has
reported as undergone imprisonment of 1 years,
09 months and 21 days including remission as on
30.06.2024.

The Judgment of the Hon'ble High Court
in Crl. Appeal No.2456 of 2007 dated 01.09.2022
contains no adverse remarks on the premature
release of Sri.Jayaprakash. As the copy of]
Judgment of the lower court is not included in the
file, AD may verify whether there is any adverse
remarks in the judgment of the lower court.

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
embargo contained in the convicting court
judgment, there is no other legal impediment in
granting premature release to the prisoner.

35.C No. 5700 SUNDERESAN S/0 KOCHUKUNJU, Age: 66

Details of conviction

Reasons for Recommendation

SC.No0.2223/2022 of the Fast Track Special
Court, Kottarakkara and was convicted and
sentenced to Imprisonment for 3 years and
to pay fine of Rs.5,000/- i/d SI for 1 year u/s
7 t/w 8 of POCSO Act. Set off allowed.

The Prosecution case is that on The District Probation Officer
15.10.2022 the accused outraged the | recommended his release. Police Report is
modesty of a 14 years old minor girl. not seen submitted. Jail Advisory Board

recommended his release.

He was the accused in

The Jail Superintendent has reported that
the prisoner is aged 63,though the nominal
roll states his age as 66.

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
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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, 08 months and
18 days as on 30.06.2024.

Judgment of the Hon'ble Fast Track
Special Kottarakara in Sessions Case
No0.2223/2022 does not contain any
adverse remarks on the premature release
of Sri. Sunderesan.

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 Sri.
Sunderesan.

36.C No. 5869 UNNI S/o SEKHARAN, Age:54

Details of conviction

Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that on
13.10.2022 the accused committed
sexual assault on a 14 year old boy.

He was the accused in
SC.No.215/2023 of the Fast Track
Special Court, Karunagappally and
convicted and sentenced to
Imprisonment for 3 years and to pay
fine of Rs. 10,000/- i/d RI for 4
months u/s 8 r/w 7 of POCSO Act. Set
off allowed.

The District Probation Officer
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, 08 months and 17 days as on




30.06.2024.

Judgment of the Hon'ble Fast Track
Special Karunagappally in Sessions Case
No0.215/2023 does not contain any adverse
remarks on the premature release of Sri.Unni

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 o
payment of fines by the convict, there is no other
legal impediment in granting premature release to

the prisoner Sri.Unni.

37.C No. 3983 THOMAS S/o0 VARGHESE (A3), Age: 635

Details of conviction

Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that on
05.04.2004, while Jacob, Manager of Baby
Service Centrewas climbing the steps to
the Kodimatha branch of SBT to deposit
that day's collection of 4,42,100/-, the
accused attacked him with a sword,
inflicting cut injuries on his hand and head
and snatched the bag containing the cash.

The prisoner was the 3rd accused in
SC.No0.262/2005 of the Fast Track
Court(Adhoc)-II, Kottayam and was
convicted and sentenced to Rigorous
Imprisonment for 7 years u/s 392 r/w
120B IPC and RI for 1 year u/s 212 IPC.
The sentences shall run concurrently.Set
off allowed.

The judgment of the convicting Court
was modified to rigorous Imprisonment
for 3 years w/s 392 r/w 120B [PC and the
punishment imposed for the offence u/s
212 is maintained by the High Court vide
Judgment in Crl. Appeal No0.255/2006
dated 29.06.2018.

The District  Probation  Officer,
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 02 years, 02 months and 13 days as on
30.06.2024.

Neither in the judgment of the Hon'ble
Additional District and Sessions Court- Fast
Track -I, Thiruvananthapuram in Sessions
Case No0.262/2006 nor in the judgment of
the Hon'ble High Court in Crl. Appeal
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No.255 of 2006 dated 29.06.2018 contain any
adverse remarks on the premature release of]
Sri.Thomas.

Since the prisoner has completed the
minimum period stipulated by Rule 464((1)
(v) of Kerala Prisons and Correctional
Services Management Rules, 2014, there is
no legal impediment in his premature
release.




ANNEXURE- II

* 1. A/D has re-transmitted the file to this department to re examine the details of prisoners
in serial numbers 2,26,27,28 and 7 , 15, 17, 22 , 34 and to inform whether they are eligible
or ineligible for premature release on the basis of available details of prisoners in the case

file.

2. This Department has examined the recommendation of the Jail Advisory Board with
all case files of C.No.687 Thankamani S/o Narayanan, C.No.3573 Ajithkumar S/o
Janardhanan, C.No.5237 Ramasubramanian S/o Subbayya, C.No0.5705 balakrishnan S/o
Velayudhan, C.No. 6597 Manoj S/o Kuttappan, C.No. 2751 Bhaskaran Nadar S/o Kesavan
Nadar, C.No. 2874 Devarajan S/o Ananthakrishnan Achari, C.No.2881 Sasi S/o Sankaran,
and C.No. 5647 Jayaprakash S/o Gopalan Nair, 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.687 THANKAMANI S/o0 NARAYANAN, Age :75

Details of conviction

Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that Al
Thankamani was the manager cum tutor
and A2 Stephan
Joseph was the Physical Education
teacher of Model residential School
established in [dukki for SC/ST
students. During the year 2021, they
committed rape on 2 minor girls several
times.

The prisoner was the Ist accused
in SC.No.486/2003 of the Sessions
Court, Thodupuzha. He was convicted
and sentenced to imprisonment for life
and to pay fine of Rs.1,00,000/- i/d RI
for one year u/s 376(2)(b)& 2(c) IPC,
RI for 1 year and to pay fine of
Rs.2,500/- i/d SI for 3 months u/s 354
IPC vide. judgment dated 05.06.2006.
Substantive sentences to run
concurrently. Set off allowed for a
period of 51 days.

He was also the 1st accused in
SC.No0.475/2003 of the Sessions Court,
Thodupuzha. In this case also he was
convicted and sentenced to

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

recommended his release.

As per section 467(2) of BNSS where a
person who is already undergoing a sentence of]
imprisonment for life is sentenced on a
subsequent conviction to imprisonment for a
term or imprisonment for life, the subsequent
sentence shall run concurrently with such
previous sentence. 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, 02 months and
16 days as on 30.06.2024.

No adverse remarks regarding his premature
release are seen in the judgment of the Hon'ble
Additional Sessions Court, Thodupuzha in
Sessions Case No0.486/2003, SC.No. 475/2003
and in the judgment of the Hon'ble High




imprisonment for life and to pay fine of
Rs.50,000/- d RI
for one year u/s 376(2)(b)&2(c) IPC
and RI for 3 years and to pay fine of
Rs.5,000/- i/d RI for 6 months u/s 3(1)
(xit) of SC/ST Act and RI for 3 years
and to pay fine of
Rs.5,000/- i/d RI for 6 months u/s 3(2)
(v) of SC/ST(prevention of atrocities)
Act vide judgment dated 08.07.2009.

As per judgment the accused is not
entitled to set off for the period during
which he was undergoing imprisonment
after conviction in SC 486/2003
between the period from 5.6.2006 to
8.7.2009. Set off allowed for the period
during which he was in judicial custody
as under trial prisoner. sentences shall
run concurrently.

The judgment of the convicting
Court in SC 486/2003 was confirmed
and the appeal was dismissed by the
High Court vide Judgment in Crl
Appeal  No. 1099/2006  dated
15.06.2009.

Court in Crl. Appeal No.1099 of 2006

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

2.C No.3573 AJITHKUMAR S/o JANARDHANAN (A1), Age: 65

Details of conviction

Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case relates to the
Hooch tragedy case at Karunagappally
where the arishta sold from the ayurveda

2 persons and 11 persons lost eyesight.
There were 5 accused in all.

The prisoner was the 1st accused in
SC.No0.868/2003 of the Additional
District & Sessions Court-II, Kollam. He
was convicted and sentenced to RI for 10
years u/s 304 part II IPC
and RI for 7 years ws 325 IPC and RI
for 3 years us 201 r/w 34 IPC
and RI for Life u/s 57 (A)(ii) Abkari Act
and RI for 3 years u/s 55(a) (b) and (i)
and Sec. 58(A) of the Abkari Act and

dispensary of Al resulted in the death of

The District Probation Officer, Kollam
and Police has recommended his release. Jail
Advisory Board also recommended his
release. '

Rule 464(1)(viii) of the Kerala Prisons and
Correctional Services (Management) Rules,
2014 provides that male prisoners above 65
years and for female prisoners above 55 years
and infirm offenders, who do not come within
the purview of section 433A of Code of]
Criminal Procedure, 1973, sentenced for one
year or more, on completion of one third of]
the substantive sentence including remission,
shall be considered, on condition that they
shall be in jail for at least one year.
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Fine of Rs. | Lakh u/s 55 (a) (b) and (i) of
Abkari Act id
SI for | year and SI for 3
months u/s 6 of Poisons Act.

The judgment of the convicting
Court was partly allowed and held that
that conviction u/s 304 Part II [PC and
57 A(il) & section 38 A of the Abkari Act
are confirmed and set aside the conviction
and
sentence u/s 325 and 201 r/w 34 [PC and
55(a)(b) and (i) of Abkari Act by the
High Court vide Judgment in Crl. Appeal
No.1166/2008 dated 17.12.20009.

The Judgment of the Appellate
Court was confirmed by the Supreme
Court vide judgment in CrlA.
No.1180/2010 dated 28.1.2016.

The  prisoner has  undergone  actual
imprisonment of 16 years, 03 months and 15
days as on 30.06.2024.

No adverse remarks regarding his premature
release are seen in SC.No0.868/2003 of the
Additional District & Sessions Court-II
and High Court vide Judgment in Crl. Appeal
1166/2008.

Since the prisoner has completed the minimum
period stipulated by Rule 464 (1)(viii) of]
Kerala Prisons and Correctional Services
Management Rules, 2014 there is no legal
impediment in his premature release.

3.C No. 5237 RAMASUBRAMANIAN @ MANI S/o SUBBAYYA NADAR, Age: 77

The Prosecution case is that due to
previous  enmity, on  08.08.1999
Ramasubramanian made entry into the
house of Sabitha Beevi and committed
murder of Sabitha Beevi and her children
Jasmin, Jiyas and Navas.

The accused is convicted and sentenced

to death u/s
302,392 and 449 IPC in SC 973/2001
warrant dt 29.01.2003 on
the file of the Hon’ble Additional

Sessions Judgel, Kollam.

The Hon’ble High Court of Kerala

confirmed conviction
and death sentence u/s 302 and 449 IPC
and modified conviction
and sentence u/s 392 IPC to as RI for 3
years u/s 380 [PC in
Criminal Appeal No0.410/2003  dtd:
05.10.2004.

The Hon’ble Apex court as per order dt

07.01.2005 in

Crl. Appeal No.22/2005 (Special Leave

The District Probation Officer, Tenkasi

has  recommended for his release.|
Superintendent of Police, Tenkasi District
have not given any adverse remarks

regarding 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 22 years, 11 months
and 5 days as on 30.06.2024.

No adverse remarks regarding his premature
release are seen in SC 973/2001 of the
Hon’ble Additional ~Sessions Judge I,
Kollam. Since copies of the judgment of the
High Court are not available for perusal, it
cannot be ascertained whether there is any
impediment in the judgment of the High




Petition Crl.Appeal No:
6213/2004) confirmed the conviction and
death sentence is

commuted to RI for life.

the Judement in Crl. Appeal No.410/2003
of High Court dated 05.10.2004 are not
available with the case file.

Court against premature release of the
accused.
Since the prisoner has completed the

minimum period stipulated by section 475
BNSS, there is no legal impediment in his
premature release.

4.C No. 5705 BALAKRISHNAN @ SOMAN S/o VELAYUDHAN ASSARILAge: 56

The Prosecution case is that, on
16.01.1995, Balakrishnan along with his
brother Sreekumar (A2) manhandled and
made his wife unconscious and then set fire
on her body after pouring kerosene. She
died on the scene of crime itself due to the
severe burn injuries.

He was the Ist accused in
SC.No.197/1998 of Additional District &
Sessions Court (Fast Track -I), Trivandrum
convicted and sentenced to
Imprisonment for life
and to pay fine of Rs 5,000/- i/d RI for 1
year u/s 302 r/w 34 IPC and RI for 2 years
and to pay fine of Rs 2,000/- v/d RI
for 4 months ws 498(A) [PC. set off
allowed. substantive sentences shall run
concurrently.)

The  District Probation  Officer
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.
He has undergone actual imprisonment of 20

years, 10 months and 11 days as on
30.06.2024.
No adverse remarks regarding his

premature release are seen in the judgment
of the Hon'ble Additional District and

Sessions Court (Fast Track-I,
Thiruvananthapuram) in Sessions Case
197/1998.

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

5.C No. 6597 MANOJ S/o KUTTAPPAN (Al), Age: 45

The Prosecution case is that the
accused Manoj

& 2 others on account of previous
animosity, on 03/06/2000 picked up a
quarrel with one Rajan and the second
accused stabbed the deceased

using a knife and all the accused ran away

The District Probation Officer 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
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from the scene. Rajan succumbed to
injuries while undergoing treatment at
Govt. Hospital Perumbavoor.

Prisoner was the st accused in
SC.No0.277/2003 of Additional Sessions
Court, North Paravoor. The prisoner was
convicted and sentenced Imprisonment
for life 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.1724/2007
dated 28.11.2011.

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, 07 months and 01
days as on 30.06.2024.

No adverse remarks regarding his
premature release are seen in the judgment
of the Additional Sessions Court, North
Paravoor in SC.N0.277/2003 and Hon'ble
High Court in Crl. Appeal No.1724 of 2007.

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

6.C No. 2751 BHASKARAN NADAR S/o0 KESAVAN NADAR, Age: 74

Details of conviction

Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that the
accused committed rape on his minor
daughter aged 13 years many times during
the period from 2013 to 2015.

The was the accused in
SC.No0.388/2016 of the Addl. Dist &
Sessions Court for the cases Relating to
atrocities and Sexual violence against
Women and Children,
Thiruvananthapuram and was convicted
and sentenced to Imprisonment for life
which shall mean the imprisonment for the
reminder of his natural life and to pay fine
of Rs. 50000/-i/d RI for lyear u/s 376(2)(i)
IPC and RI for 6 months and to pay fine of
Rs. 5000/~ i/d RI for 1 month u/s 506(i)
IPC and RI for 5 years and to pay fine of
Rs. 25000/- i/d RI for 6 months u/s 9 r/w
10 of POCSO Act.

The judgment of the convicting Court was
confirmed and the appeal was dismissed
by the High Court vide Judgment in Crl.
Appeal No.36/2019 dated 03.11.2023.

The  District  Probation Officer,
recommended his rehabilitation to probation
home. 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 8 years, 06 months as on 30.06.2024.

No adverse remarks regarding his premature
release are seen in the SC.N0.388/2016 of
the Addl. Dist & Sessions Court and High
Court vide Judgment in Crl. Appeal




No0.36/2019.

Since the prisoner has completed the
minimum period stipulated by Rule 464 (1)
(viii) of Kerala Prisons and Correctional
Services Management Rules, 2014 , there is
no legal impediment in his premature release.

7. C No. 2874 DEVARAJAN S/o ANANTHAKRISHNAN ACHARI, Age:70

Details of conviction

Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that on
10.11.2015 Devarajan committed rape on a
mentally
disabled deaf and dumb lady aged 78 years
who belonged to scheduled caste.

The prisoner was the accused in
SC.No.1070/2016 of the Addl. Dist &
Sessions Court, for the cases Relating to
atrocities and Sexual violence against
Women and Children,
Thiruvananthapuram and convicted and
sentenced to Imprisonment for life and to
pay fine of Rs. 100000/-i/d RI for 2 years
w's 376(2)(j) of 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.1149/2018
dated 07.02.2024.

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 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 8 years, 05 months 25days as on
30.06.2024.

No adverse remarks regarding his premature
release are seen in the judgment of the Addl.
Dist & Sessions Court in SC.No.1070/2016
and High Court vide Judgment in Crl
Appeal No.1149/2018.

Since the prisoner has completed the
minimum period stipulated by Rule 464 (1)
(viii) of Kerala Prisons and Correctional
Services Management Rules, 2014 , there is
no legal impediment in his premature
release.

]
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8.C No. 2881 SASI @ KAKKAKOTHI S/o0 SANKARAN, Age: 73

Details of conviction

Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that on
12.02.2016 he committed rape on a minor
girl aged 14 years.

He was the accused in
SC.No.301/2016 of the Addl. Dist &
Sessions Court, for the cases Relating to
atrocities and Sexual violence against
Women and Children,
Thiruvananthapuram and convicted and
sentenced to Imprisonment for life and to
pay fine of Rs.100000/- d
RI for 2 years u/s 376(2)(i) IPC and RI for
5 years and to pay fine of Rs.25000/- i/d
RI for 6 months u/s 450 IPC. Substantive
sentence 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 No.71/2019 dated
09.01.2024.

L

The  District  Probation  Officer,
Thiruvananthapuram recommended for his
release. But the Police Report is adverse. Jail
Advisory Board 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 8 years, 04 months
17 days as on 30.06.2024.

No adverse remarks regarding his premature
release are
the Addl. Dist & Sessions Court, and High
Court
No.71/2019

seen in SC.No0.301/2016 of]

vide Judgment in Crl. Appeal

Since the prisoner has completed the
minimum period stipulated by Rule 464 (1)
(viii) of Kerala Prisons and Correctional
Services Management Rules, 2014 , there is
no legal impediment in his premature
release.

(In Note 39 of the A/D file, which pertains to
Serial No. 28, records the death of the
mentioned prisoner. A/D may verify)

9.C No. 5347 JAYAPRAKASH S/o0 GOPALAN NAIR, Age: 62

Details of conviction

Reasons for Recommendation

The Prosecution case is that on
04.04.2003, due to previous enmity, the
accused assaulted one Sanalkumar with a
sword causing grievous injuries.

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




He was the accused in
SC.N0.223/2007 of the Addl. Sessions
Court  -(Adhoc-I), Kottayam and
convicted and sentenced to Rigorous
Imprisonment for 3 years and to pay fine
of Rs.5,000/- i/d RI for 6 months u/s 326
IPC and RI for 4 years and to pay fine of
Rs.10,000/- i/d RI
for 1 year u/s 307 [PC.

The sentence of the convicting Court
was modified to RI for 3 years and to pay
fine of Rs.25,000/- i/d RI for 8 months u/s
307 [PC and RI for 2 years and to pay fine
of Rs.10,000/- v/d RI
for 2 months w/s 326 IPC. The substantive
sentences shall run concurrently and setoff
allowed by the High Court vide Judgment
in Crl. Appeal No0.2456/2007 dated
01.09.2022.

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, 07 months and 14 days as on
30.06.2024. He has reported as undergone
imprisonment of 1 years, 09 months and 21
days including remission as on 30.06.2024.

No adverse remarks regarding his
premature release are seen
in SC.N0.223/2007 of the Addl. Sessions
Court -(Adhoc-I), Kottayam and  High
Court vide Judgment in Crl. Appeal
No0.2456/2007

Since the prisoner has completed the
minimum period stipulated by Rule 464((1)
(v) of Kerala Prisons and Correctional
Services Management Rules, 2014 , there is
no legal impediment in his premature
release.

3. Even if there are no legal impediments for the premature release of above

prisoners, it is pointed out that the A/D may also consider the serious nature of crimes

involved, in some of the above cases, especially against women/child before taking final

decision in this regard. ”





