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Crimnal Appeal No. 2252/ 2011
RANJI T SINGH & ANR Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
STATE OF PUNJAB Respondent ( s)

(Wth application for suspension of sentence and bail)

Date : 25/02/2015 This appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE FAKKI R MOHAMED | BRAHI M KALI FULLA
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ABHAY MANOHAR SAPRE
For Appellant(s) S.C. Paul, Adv.
Roopa Paul , Adv.
Suni ta Bhjardwaj, Adv.
Satyendra Kumar, Adv.
For Respondent (s) Jayant K. Sud, A A G
Jasl een Chahal, Adv.
Kul dip Singh, A OR

SFS 5FFS

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Heard | earned counsel for the appellants.
For the reasons recorded in the signed order

the appeal is dism ssed.

[ KALYANI GUPTA] [ SHARDA KAPQOR]
Signature Not Verified

COURT MASTER COURT MASTER
Digitally signed by
Kal yani Gupta
Dat e: 2015.03.19
17:09: 28 I ST
Reason:

[ SIGNED ORDER |'S PLACED ON THE FI LE. ]
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ABDUL RAHI M Appel I ant (s)



VERSUS

SHAHI D | QUBAL KHAN & ANR Respondent ( s)

Date : 25/02/2015 This appeal was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE FAKKI R MOHAMED | BRAHI M KAL| FULLA
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ABHAY MANOHAR SAPRE

For Appellant(s)
M. H manshu Shekhar, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
M. Gopal Singh, Adv.
M. Anbhoj Kumar Sinha, Adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
Leave granted.

The appeal st ands al | owed in terns of t he

si gned order.

[ KALYANI GUPTA] [ SHARDA KAPOOR]
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER

[ SI GNED ORDER |'S PLACED ON THE FI LE. ]
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I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
CRI M NAL APPEAL NO 2252 CF 2011

RANJIT SINGH & ANR. . APPELLANTS

VERSUS

STATE OF PUNDAB RESPONDENT

ORDER

Heard | earned counsel for the appellants.

O the three accused, only two are before us since



he

re

he

ee
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t he i npugned judgnent of the Hi gh Court discloses that

t he third accused Maj or Si ngh di ed even during t

pendency of t he appeal , bot h t he appel I ants we

convi cted for offences under Section 302 read with 34 of
the I ndi an Penal Code.

As the narration goes, the appellants along with the

deceased accused Maj or Si ngh had grudge agai nst t
deceased Sukhwi nder Si ngh. The appel | ant along with
Maj or Si ngh, went to t he house of t he deceased

Sukhwi nder Singh on 18th March, 1997, when P.W 4 was

present. The deceased was t aken by al | t he t hr
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accused for a stroll. The deceased went with them but

did not return back. Even during the sane night a

search was nade but he could not be traced. But on 19 th

March, 1997 at about 9:00 A.M the dead body of the

deceased was found lying in the Canal Mnor on the Cart

Road | eading fromvillage Laddi to Naiwal a near Kot ha

(Chanber) of tubewell of Ni hal Singh (PW3). He was
found lying dead with nmultiple injuries on his person

and by the side of the body enpty bottle of country nade

liquor and a gl ass was al so found. Foot prints were
al so not ed. A doubt arose as agai nst the accused Mj or
Si ngh (deceased) since a few days before the killing of

t he deceased, the deceased had cut a joke with Sukhpa

Kaur alias Palo, niece of Major Singh, with reference to

whi ch Maj or Singh hinself expressed his grievance to

P. W 4, t he f at her of t he deceased. In fact, t he
assault on the deceased by the accused was wi tnessed by

P. W 1 by nane Babu Ram In t he above stated
background, after the body was recovered and sent for

post-nortem the following injuries were found by P. W



6, Dr. Ravindra Bansal: -

"1. Incised wound 7cm X 1 cm present in
occipital area, horizontal, on dissection
under | yi ng bone was fractured. Brai n
matter incised, blood was present in
cranial cavity.
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2. Incised wound of 9cm X 1 cm X bone deep
present in rightly maxillary area extending
fromnose towards right ear

3. Elliptical penetrating wound of 3 cmX 1
= cm X lungs deep present on |left side of
chest, 6 cmlateral to sternumjust bel ow
cl avi cl e. On dissection underlying rib
fractured, pleurae incised, |lung penetrated
and bl ood present in pleural cavity.

4. Lacerated wound of 2 cm X 1 cm X nuscl e
deep present in It (left) manmary area.

5. Lacerated wound of 1.6 cmX 1 cm X
muscl e deep present inferolateral to right
ni ppl e.

6. Penetrating elipticle wound of 2 cmX 1
cmpresent in right infra mammary area of
chest in anterior axillary line. On
di ssection under | yi ng pleura and ribs
fractured , pleura with lungs penetrated &
bl ood present in pleura cavity.

7. Elliptical penetrating wound of 1 cm X

0.5. cmpresent in left iliac area of
abdomen intestinal coils protruding out of
it. On di ssection peritoneum and

underlying gut coils perforated and bl ood
present in abdom nal cavity.

8. Incised wound of 5 cm X 1 cm present on
ul nar si de of back of ri ght wrist.
Under | yi ng bones fractured.

9. Incised wound of 5 cm X 1 cm present on
back of lower third of right forearm

10. Lacerated wound of 8 cm X 1 cm present
on lateral side of upper third of left arm
12. I nci sed wound of 3 cmx 1 CM X
muscl e deep on back of left el bow.

13.1nci sed wound of 4 cm X 1 c¢cm X nuscl e

on back of left hand at bases of index and
m ddl e fingers.

14. I nci sed wound of 2 cm X 0.5 cm on
back of left thunb with underlying fracture
of bone at IP joint.

15. 1 nci sed wound of 15. ¢cm X 0.5 cm at base
of left thunb.

16. I nci sed wound of 1 ¢cm X 0.5 cm on back
at about m ddl e of dorsal spine.

17. I nci sed wound of 1.5 cm X 0.5 cmon
back of right scapul ar area.
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18. 1 nci sed wound of 1.5 cm X 0.5 cm on back
of neck.



According to P.W 6, the injuries could have been
caused by Kirpan, Exhibit P5, dagger, Exhibit P6 and the
kni f e, Exhi bi t P7. The evi dence of P. V. 1 to 4
di scl ose that the deceased was | ast seen in the conpany
of the appellants and the co-accused Major Singh on 18 th
March, 1997 at about 7:00P.M, 9:30P.M and 10: 00P. M
whi ch was confirmed by PPW 4 and PPW 2 and P.W 1.
P.W1 who was an eye witness to the occurrence had seen
the appellants along with Mjor Singh butchering the
deceased with the weapons nentioned above. After the
said occurrence, P.W 3 noticed all the three accused
mar ching with the weapons nanely, the knife, dagger and
the kirpan with bl ood stains on the weapons and their
cl ot hes. Bl ood st ai ned weapons - kni f e, dagger and
kirpan were recovered at the instance of the appellants
as well as Major Singh which was sent to the Forensic
Sci ence Laboratory and the FSL Report dated 22 nd April
1997 confirned t he i nvol venent of t hese weapons

Furt her evi dence whi ch was wei ghed before the Court was

t he finger print i mpr essi on of t he co- accused Maj or
Singh on the liquor bottle as well as the glass which

was recovered fromthe spot of occurrence. The f oot
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print nmoul ds t aken from the spot was al so sent for
expert’s opinion and it came to light that this foot

print wer e t hat of t he first appel | ant and deceased
accused Maj or Singh. A perusal of the injuries noted in

the post-nortemreport Exhibit PD as spoken to by P.W 6

di scl oses that cut wound were found on alnost all vita

parts of the body nanely, head, neck, chest, abdonen,

both the hands and | egs. It only discloses that the

appel | ant want ed to ensure t hat t he death of t he
deceased shoul d be certain and he should not be spared.

Though D. W 1 was exam ned on behal f of al | t he



appel l ants, even his evidence only supported the version

of PPW 2 who on his way to Sangrur on the eveni ng of

18t h Mar ch, 1997 wi t nessed t he appel l ant's al ong with
Maj or Si ngh consum ng I'iquor on t he bri dge of Cana
H ghway. That is, in every respect the proof of the act

of the appellants along with the deceased co-accused
Maj or Si ngh whi ch has been established only by legally
acceptabl e evidence and the trial court as well as the
Hi gh Court having anal ysed the sane approved their ct
in order to convict the appellant and for affirm ng the
same, we do not find any good ground to interfere with
the sane.
Learned counsel for the appellants lastly contended
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that appellants are in jail for nore than ten years and,
therefore, sentence can be reduced while nodifying the
conviction from Section 302/ 34 to one under Section 304
of the Indian Penal Code. Having regard to the nature
of evidence relied upon by the courts bel ow and the kind
of injuries inflicted upon the deceased, we do not find
any scope to accede to t he sai d submi ssi on made on
behal f of the appellant. We do not, therefore, find any

merit in this appeal and the sane is disnissed.

[ ABHAY MANOHAR SAPRE]

NEW DELH
FEBRUARY 25, 2015.
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