"I TEM NO. 103 COURT NO. 4 SECTION |1 A

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

CR M NAL APPEAL NO(s). 481 OF 2005

SIRI NI WAS PANDEY Appel | ant (s)

VERSUS

STATE OF PUNJAB Respondent ( s)

(Wth office report)

Date: 18/04/2006 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. N. AGRAVWAL
HON BLE DR. JUSTI CE AR LAKSHVANAN
HON BLE MR JUSTICE D. K. JAIN
For Appell ant(s) M. P.N Puri, Adv.
M. Dhiraj, Adv.
M. Sarbjit Singh, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. D.P. Singh, Adv.

M. Arun K. Sinha, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng

ORDER

Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

Appeal fails and the sanme is dism ssed.

[ Charanjeet Kaur ] [ On Prakash ]

Court Master Court Master



[ Signed order is placed on the file ]

I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

CRIM NAL APPEAL NO. 481 OF 2005

Siri Niwas Pandey .. Appel I ant (s)

Ver sus

State of Punjab .. Respondent ( s)

ORDER

Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

The appellant along with accused Deepak Pandey was tried

and by judgnment rendered by the trial Court, they were acquitted of

t he char ge. On appeal bei ng preferred by t he State of Punj ab, t he

H gh Court upheld the acquittal so far as accused Deepak Pandey is

concer ned, but reversed t he same in relation to t he appel | ant and

convi ct ed him under Section 302 of t he | ndi an Penal Code and

sentenced himto undergo inprisonnent for life and to pay fine of Rs.

20,000/ -, in default to undergo further inprisonnent for a period of

one year. Hence, this appeal

We have been taken through the judgnents as well as the

evidence of the two eye-wi tnesses, nanely, Baij Nath(P.W3) and Pran

Nat h (P.W4). The names of these eye-w tnesses have been



mentioned in the first

i nformation report

itself and they

.2/ -
2
have consistently supported the prosecution case. Not hi ng coul d be
elicited during t he course of Cross-exam nati on of t hese eye-
witnesses to disbelieve their testinmony. The Hi gh Court reversed the
or der of acquittal after recordi ng a finding t hat the judgnent of
acquittal suffered fromthe vice of perversity. The evidence of these
t wo eye-w t nesses is corroborat ed by t he medi cal evi dence. Thi s
being the position, we are  of the view that t he Hi gh Court was
justified in reversing t he or der of acquittal and convi cting t he sol e
appel | ant .
Accordingly, appeal fails and the sane is dism ssed.

[ B.N. AGRAWAL ]

[ Dr. AR LAKSHVANAN ]

[ DK JAIN]
NEW DELHI ,

APRI L 18, 2006.






