LITEMNO1O 2 COURT NO. 3 SECTI ONIIA

SUWPREMECOURTO-FIT NDI A

E
RECORDO-FPROCCEEDI NGS

CRMI NALAPPEALNJSs). 568 56902001

SHA M B H U RAl & ORS. Appel lant (s)
VERSUS
STATEOBIHAR Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln. for directions and with office report )

Date: 17/ 06/ 2008 These Appeals were called on for hearing today.
CORA M :

HONBLED. JUSTI CEAR JI TPASAYAT

HONBLEM JUSTI CEGS. SINGHVI

(Vacati on Bench)
For Appell ant(s)
Ms. Midula Ray Bhar adw aj, Adv. (NP)

For Respondent (s)
M. Gopal Singh, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

The Appeal s are disposed of in terns of the signed order.

(Ganga Thak u r) (Anand Si ngh)
P Sto Registrar Court Master

(Signed order is placed on the file)
INTHE SUP RE ME COURT CF I NDI A
CRRMI NAL APPELLATEJURI SDI CTI ON

CRRMI NALAPPEALNCS 568-5690-2001

SHAM B H U RAI & ORS. ...APPELLANT(YS
Ver sus
STATEOFB HAR ..RESPONDENT
(S)
ORDER

None appears for the appellant even though the matter



was passed over once. By order dated 1 0 th
Novenber, 2 0 0 O ,

notice was given to the appellants to show cause why they shal
not be convicted in terns of Section 3 0 4 instead of Section 3 2 5 of
the Indian Pen al Code,1 8 6 0 (in short 1 PQC). Notice was duly
served and | earned counsel appearing for themal so noted it.
We have perused the judgnent of the High Court. W are
satisfied that the H gh Court was not justified in altering the
conviction of the appellant from3 0 4 1 PC to one under Section

3251 PC Though the State had not challenged the alteration of

the conviction, in view of the order above dated 1 0O th
Novenber,
200 O, and on perusal of the judgnment the alteration appears
to be
-
unwarr a nted. That being so, the judgnment of the trial court is

restored and that of the Hi gh Court is set aside so far as the
alteration of conviction is concerned.

The Appeal s are, accordingly, disposed of.

(D. ARRJIT TPASAYAT)

( GS. SNGHV 1)

New Del hi ,
June 1 7, 2 00 8



