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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(s). 274 OF 2008

                       BEFORE THE REGISTRAR S.G. SHAH

RATI RAM & ANR.                                      Appellant (s)

                   VERSUS

STATE OF RAJASTHAN                                   Respondent(s)
(With office report)

Date: 23/03/2012    This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

For Appellant(s)
                     Ms. Nidhi, Adv.

For Respondent(s)
                       Mr. Vinay Kr. Sharma, Adv.
                       Mr. Milind Kumar,Adv.

             UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                 O R D E R

         It seems that Court’s order to appoint a counsel

through the Supreme Court Legal Aid Services Committee on

28.1.2008 is in Crl.Appeal No.254/2008 and not in Crl. Appeal

No.274/2008.    Unfortunately, Registry’s letter dated 29.2.2008

is disclosing Crl.Appeal No.274/2008 while asking the Supreme

Court Legal Aid Services committee to appoint the counsel for

respondent Nos.2 and 3 in such appeal and, therefore, in turn
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by letter dated 21.1.2009 Supreme Court Legal Aid Services

Committee      has     conveyed       the     learned          Advocate-on-Record,

Ms.K.Sharda Devi to appear for the respondents in Crl.Appeal

No.274/2008 wherein practically only sole respondent is there,

which is State of Rajasthan and, therefore, there cannot be

respondent Nos.2 and 3, as stated in above two letters.                            Such

Crl.Appeal No.274/2008 is filed by only two persons, namely,

Rati    Ram    and   Govind    Sahay        out    of    six    accused,      because



remaining four accused were acquitted by the High Court.

              Criminal    Appeal      No.254/2008         is    preferred     by    the

State of Rajasthan wherein only two respondents are there who

are appellants in Crl.Appeal No.274/2008.                         Criminal Appeal

No.274/2008      being     Jail     Petition,           the    learned     Advocate,

Ms.K.Sharda     Devi     who   is   already        appointed      through     Supreme

Court   Legal    Aid     Services     Committee         for    such   litigants      in

Crl.Appeal     No.254/2008      has    to    appear       for    them    in   present

Crl.Appeal      No.274/2008       also,     since       both    the     appeals     are

arising from the same impugned order.

              Now, in place of Ms. K. Sharda Devi, Advocate-on-

Record, the learned Advocate, Ms. Nidhi has been appointed by

the Supreme Court Legal Aid Services Committee as confirmed by

her.    She further confirms that she is appearing for the
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appellant in Crl. Appeal No.274/2008 and for respondent Nos.2

and 3 in Crl.Appeal No.254/2008.

            She may verify the record received by the Registry.

Registry has to provide her the record for confirming that

what documents are to be filed in Paper Book.    State is also

directed to file proper Paper Book since this being a Jail

Petition.

            List again on 7.5.2012.

                                                   (S.G. SHAH)
                                                    REGISTRAR

rd


