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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

CRI M NAL APPEAL NO. 626 OF 2000

VASANT RAMVACHANDRA SHI NDE Appel | ant (s)

VERSUS

STATE OF MAHARASHTRA Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for perm ssion to place additional docunents on record and

of fice report)

Date: 30/03/2006 This appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. N. AGRAVWAL
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ARUN KUMVAR

HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE A K. MATHUR

For Appellant(s) M. C. G Sol she, Adv.

M. Vinesh C. Sol she, Adv.

For Respondent (s) Ms. Aprajita Singh, Adv.
M. S.S. Shinde, Adv.
Ms. Mukti Choudhary, Adv.

M. V. N Raghupat hy, Adv.



UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER

Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

The appeal is dism ssed. Bail bonds of the appellant, who is
on
bail, are cancelled and he is directed to be taken into custody forthwith t
0
serve out t he remai ni ng period of sent ence, for whi ch conplia

nce report

must be sent to this Court within a period of one nonth fromthe date

of
recei pt of copy of this order.
[ Al ka Dudeja ] [ Om 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

CRI M NAL APPEAL NO. 626 OF 2000
Vasant Ramachandra Shi nde ... Appel | ant (s)

Ver sus

State of Maharashtra ... Respondent (s)

O R D E R



The appel | ant and accused- Ranthandra @ Chandru Appa

Shi nde, were convicted by the trial court under Section 304 Part |

of t he I ndi an Penal Code [for short, “1.P.C."] and sentenced to

undergo rigorous inprisonnent for a period of seven years and to

pay fine of Rs.500/-; in default to undergo rigorous inprisonnent

for a period of three nonths. They were further convicted under

Section 307 read with Section 34 |.P.C. and sentenced to undergo

rigorous inprisonnent for a period of three years and to pay fine

of Rs. 100/ -; in def aul t to under go further i mpri sonment for a
period of one nmont h. These t wo accused per sons wer e al so
convi cted under Secti on 324 read with Secti on 34 I.P.C and
sent enced to under go rigorous i mpri sonnent for a peri od of
one
.2/ -
-2 -
year. So far accused- Bapu Panda Shi nde and Randur ang
Yashwant Soude are concer ned, t hey wer e convi cted under
Secti on 323 read with Section 34 |.P.C., Dbut wer e rel eased after
due  adnoni tion. Accused- Shahabai Ranchandra  Shinde  and
Mangal Vasant Shi nde wer e convi cted under Section 324 read

with Section 34 |I.P.C., but released on good conduct. Before the

Hi gh Court, an appeal was filed by t he appel | ant and accused

No.1l; whereas the State preferred an appeal for enhancenent of



sent ence of t he accused persons. Duri ng t he pendency of t he
appeal , accused No. 1- Ranthandra  di ed; as such his appea
abat ed. The High Court wupheld the convictions of the appellant
and dismssed the appeal filed by the State. Hence, this appea
by special |eave.
Havi ng heard | earned counsel for the parties and perused
the records, we are of the viewthat conviction is based upon the
evi dence of three i njured eye-w tnesses, nanely, P.W3 (Hariba),
P.W4 ( Phul abai ) and P.W5 (Hirabai), al | of whom have
consi stently support ed t he prosecution case in al | mat eri al
particul ars and their evi dence is corroborated by medi ca
evi dence. The trial court as wel | as t he Hi gh Court has gi ven
cogent reasoning for accepting their evidence and we do not find
any ground to interfere with the sane.
The appeal, accordingly, fails and the same is dismssed.
Bai | bonds of the appellant, who is on bail, are cancelled and he is
.3/ -
- 3 -
directed to be t aken into cust ody forthwith to serve out t he
remai ni ng peri od of sent ence, for which conpliance report nmust
be sent to this Court within a period of one nonth fromthe date
of receipt of copy of this order.



[B.N. AGRAVAL]

[A K. MATHUR]
New Del hi ,

March 30, 2006.



