\ 230& TEM NO. 103 COURT NO. 4 SECTION |1 A

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

CRI M NAL APPEAL NO(s). 76 OF 2005

VI SHWANATH RAM MHATRE & ORS. Appel | ant (s)

VERSUS

STATE OF MAHARASHTRA Respondent ( s)

(Wth appl n(s) for exenption fromfiling c/c of the inpugned Judgnent and office report)
W TH
CRI M NAL APPEAL NO. 1114 OF 2005

(Wth office report )

Date: 07/03/2006 These Appeals were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. N. AGRAWAL

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE A. K. MATHUR
For Appellant(s) M. Sushil Kumar, Sr. Adv.
In 76/ 2005 M. Sushil Karanjkar, Adv.

M. Venkat eswara Rao Anunol u, Adv.
In 1114/ 2005 M. Sushil Karanjkar, Adv.
M. K N Rai, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. Ravi ndra Keshavrao Adsure, Adv.
In 76/ 2005
In 1114/2005 M. V.N Raghupathy, Adv. (NP)

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER

Heard | earned counsel for the parties.



The appeal s are di sm ssed.

[ Charanjeet Kaur ]

Court Master

[ On Prakash ]

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

CRI M NAL APPEAL NO. 76 OF 2005

Vi shwanath Ram Mhatre & O's. Appel I ant (s)
Ver sus
State of Maharashtra Respondent ( s)

W TH

CRI M NAL APPEAL NO 1114 of 2005

ORDER

Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

The appellants of these two appeals along with twelve other

accused per sons wer e tried and by judgnent r ender ed by t he trial

Court, except Sunil Ranthandra Mokal, were convicted, apart from

ot her of fences, under Section 302 read with Section 149 of the Indian

Penal Code and sent enced to under go i mpri sonment for life and to
pay a fine of Rs. 1, 000/ - each, in def aul t to under go further
i mpri sonment for a period of three nont hs. Agai nst the order of



acquittal, no appeal was preferred whereas on appeal being preferred

by the seventeen convicted accused persons, including appellants of

t hese appeal s, accused Sanj ay Pandur ang Kedari , Arun Har i Pati |

Prabhakar Hari Patil,

Ni shant Tukaram Mhatre, Baliram Shantaram Matre, Vi nayak
Vi shnu Kedari , Nandeo Kanhu Kedari , Mahendr a Mar ut i Pati | and
Par ashuram Mahadeo Pati | have been acquitted wher eas convi ction

of these appell ants, accused Shankar Ram Mhatre and Sharad Joma

Tar ekar have been uphel d. Agai nst t he or der of their convi ction

accused Shankar Ram Matre and Shar ad Joma Tar ekar have not

moved this Court whereas the present appeals by special |eave have

been filed on behal f of six appellants.

Havi ng heard the parties and perused the records, we are of

t he view that t he trial Court as wel | as Hi gh Court have recor ded
convi ction of t he appel I ants upon t hr eadbare di scussi on of
evi dence of four eye- W t nesses, nanel vy, Nandeo Tar ekar (P.W2),

Sadashiv Patil (P.W3), Dnyanti Patil (P.W 4) and Arjun Patil (P.W7)

out of whom Dnyanti Pati | and Arjun Pati | wer e i njured eye
Wi t nesses and t he prosecution case is supported by medi ca
evi dence. For t he f oregoi ng reasons, we do not find any ground

interfere with the inpugned order

The appeal s, accordi ngly, fail and t he same are di smi ssed.

to



[ B.N. AGRAVAL ]

[ A K. MATHUR ]
NEW DELHI ,

MARCH 07, 2006.



