¢I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CRI' M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
Crimnal Appeal No(s). 380/2006

STATE OF U. P. Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS

RAMBALI SI NGH & ORS. Respondent ( s)

ORDER

W have exam ned t he Trial Court Judgment whi ch is of t he
| earned Additional Sessions Judge, Banda.
In an incident which took place on 17-2-1993, the deceased was

al | egedl y shot with a rifle and PW 1 is stated to be an

eye-w t ness. The | ear ned Addi ti onal Sessi ons Judge has ultimately

f ound t hat t hough t he conpl ai nant went to t he Pol i ce Station

si xt een hour s after i nci dent, t he First I nf ormati on Report is

st at ed to have been filed within one hour . The | ear ned Addi tiona
Sessi ons Judge has f ound t hat PW 3 who was i n-char ge, and br ot her
of the deceased, was a lawer and has seen to it that the FIR has

been ante-tined. Furt her, as many as si X contradictions have been

f ound, al | of them to be of a mat eri al nat ure bet ween t he Section
164 st at ement made by PW 1 and hi s Cross-exam nati on in Court. It
has al so been f ound t hat t he rifle has been recovered one year

| at er, but there is no ballistic report to state whet her it has
been fired or ot herwi se, in order to establish the guilt of t he
three accused persons who were stated to be a father, his son and a

servant, who wer e sai d to be ar med with a rifle, a pi st ol and a
lathi. Utimtely, the Additional Sessions Judge concludes that PW

1 is a parti san vil | ager, and t hough there wer e ot her t wo

eye-witnesses to the incident, they were not examined by the
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prosecuti on. Thi s has | ed to t he Addi ti onal Sessi ons Judge
acquitting the three accused persons of the charge of murder.

The Hi gh Court of Allahabad, on exam ning these circunstances,

has not granted | eave to appeal

Havi ng heard the | earned counsel appearing for the parties, we

do not find any infirmty in the i mpugned  Judgnent of t he Hi gh
Court.

The appeal is, accordingly, dismssed.

...................... J

( ROHI NTON FALI NARI MAN)
....................... J

(MOHAN M SHANTANAGOUDAR)

NEW DELHI :

FEBRUARY 28, 2017.
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| TEM NO. 104 COURT NO. 13 SECTI ON | |

SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Crimnal Appeal No(s). 380/2006
STATE OF U. P. Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS
RAMBALI SI NGH & ORS. Respondent ( s)
(Wth office report)
Date: 28/02/2017 This appeal was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON&#39; BLE MR, JUSTI CE ROHI NTON FALI NARI MAN
HON&#39; BLE MR. JUSTI CE MOHAN M SHANTANAGOUDAR
For Appellant(s)
M. Yogi nder Handoo, ACR
M. N shant Kumar, Adv.
M. Raj esh Maurya, Adv.
For Respondent (s)
M. D. K Singh, Adv.
Ms. Komal Mundhra, Adv.
M. Saurabh Agrawal, Adv.
M. Abhijit Sengupta, AOR
UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmade the follow ng



ORDER
The appeal is dismissed in terms of the signed order
(VI SHAL ANAND) (SNEH LATA SHARMA)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER
(Signed Order is placed on the file)



