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TRI BHUWAN SI NGH & ANR Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
STATE OF U. P. Respondent ( s)
(Wth appl n(s) for exenption fromfiling OT.)
Dat e: 13/04/2011 Thi s Appeal was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE HARJI T SI NGH BEDI
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE CHANDRAMAULI KR. PRASAD
For Appellant(s)
Si ngh, Adv.

N.
K. Si ngh, Adv.
kram Si ngh, Adv.

T.
V.
Vi
For Respondent (s) Prashant Chaudhary, Adv.

S. K. Dwi vedi , Adv.

Sam | Ali Khan, Adv.

Manoj Dwi vedi , Adv.

Gunnam Venkat eswara Rao, Adv.

SSS55 SS%

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

Wth nodification in the sentence the appeal

is dismssed.

[ SUMAN WADHWA] [ VI NOD KULVI ]
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER
Signed order is placed on the file.
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CRI' M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

CRI M NAL APPEAL NO 1125 OF 2004
TRI BHUMAN SI NGH & ANR. .. APPELLANT( S)
VS.
STATE OF U. P. .. RESPONDENT( S)
ORDER

W are i nf or med by t he | ear ned counsel for

t he



appel l ants that Tribhuwan Singh, the appellant has since
di ed. The appeal qua himis accordingly disposed of as
havi ng abat ed. The Appeal qua Jagdi sh Si ngh only
survi ves.

We have heard the | earned counsel for the parties.

The incident happened in the year 1977. Bot h si des
had received injuries and two persons had died from anongst
the conpl ai nant party. It had been found on investigation
that 21 accused in all had been invol ved. W find that out
of 21 accused, 18 were acquitted either by the Trial Court
or by the Hi gh Court, two had di ed subsequently and the

appel lant is the sole survivor of what happened in 1977

The Hi gh Court after hol di ng t hat t he appel | ant had
exceeded t he right of private def ence has awar ded a
sentence of five years R 1. under Section 304 Part Il of

the | PC We feel that ig the light of the above facts nore

particularly as 34 years have el apsed and the appellant is
said to be nore than 72 years of age, the ends of justice
woul d be met if the sentence is reduced fromfive to two
years R |.

Wth this nodification in the sentence the appeal is

di sm ssed
................. J.
(HARJI T SI NGH BED
.................... J.
( CHANDRAMAULI KR. PRASAD)
New Del hi ,

April 13, 2011.



