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                S U P R E M E   C O U R T   O F   I N D I A
                          RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

   Criminal Appeal No.1036 of 1999

   Vinod Kumar                                  Appellant(s)

                              VERSUS

   State of Haryana                              Respondent (s)
( With Office Report )

  Date : 12/12/2001 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

  CORAM :
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE K.T. THOMAS
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE S.N. PHUKAN

  For Appellant(s)      Mr. BD Sharma, Adv.

  For Respondent (s)    Mr. JP Dhanda, Adv.
                        Mr. KP Singh, Adv.
                        Mr. DS Nagar, Adv.

          UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                              O R D E R
........L.......I.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T.......J
.SP2

                Appeal is dimissed in terms of the signed order.
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       Hemalatha                                    (HK Bhatia)
                                                    Court Master

                    (signed order is placed on file)
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                      IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
                     CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

                     CRIMINAL APPEAL NO.1036 OF 1999@@
                     EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE

        Vinod Kumar                             ... Appellant(s)

                                   vs.



        State of  Haryana                       ... Respondent(s)

                                O R D E R@@
                                EEEEEEEEE
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                After  hearing both sides, we are unable to  find
        any infirmity warranting interference with the concurrent
        findings on facts.
                Learned counsel made an alternative plea that the
        offence  can  be  altered to Section 304 Part II  of  the
        Indian  Penal Code.  We find little scope considering the
        nature  of  the  weapons  used by  the  accused  and  the
        injuries inflicted independently by each of them.
                We, therefore, dismiss this appeal.
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