<)I TEM NO. 109 COURT NO. 4 SECTI ON 1|

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

CRIM NAL APPEAL NO(s). 780 OF 2000

ANl RAJ SINGH AND ANR Appel | ant (s)

VERSUS

STATE OF U. P. Respondent ( s)

Dat e: 30/03/2006 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. N. AGRAVAL
HON BLE MR

JUSTI CE ARUN KUVAR

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE A K. MATHUR

For Appellant(s) M. K K Mhan, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. Prashant Choudhary, Adv.

M. Praveen Swarup, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng

ORDER

Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

The  appeal is di sni ssed. Bai | bonds of the appel
| ants, who are on

bai | , are cancel | ed and t hey are directed to be t aken into c
ust ody forthwith for

whi ch conpliance report nmust be sent to this Court within a period of one nonth

fromthe date of receipt of copy of this order by the trial court.

[ Charanjeet Kaur ] [ Radha
R Bhatia ]



Court Master

t 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. 780 OF 2000
Ani Raj Singh and Anr. .. Appel I ant (s)
Ver sus
State of U P. .. Respondent ( s)
ORDER
Heard | earned counsel for the parties.
The  appellants along with accused- Shri Pal wer e made
accused and commtted to the Court of Sessions to face trial. During

trial accused-Shri Pal died, as such the trial proceeded in relation to

the present appellants and by its judgnent, the trial court acquitted

both the appellants of the charges. Against the order of acquittal, an

application was filed before the H gh Court for grant of special |eave

to appeal , but t he same was ref used. Agai nst t he sai d or der
Court was nmoved and t he order r ef usi ng | eave was set asi de,
H gh Court was directed to grant |eave, adnit the appeal, issue notice

to t he accused per sons and t hereafter di spose of t he appea

merits. After r emand, t he Hi gh Court after granting | eave, admtted

Cour



t he appeal and after heari ng t he parties by a detailed or der havi ng

f ound t hat t he order of acquittal passed by t he trial court suffered

from the vice of perversity, reversed the sane and convicted the

appel I ant's under

Secti on 302 r ead with Secti on 34 of t he | ndi an Penal Code and

sent enced them to under go i mpri sonment for I'ife. The prosecution

case has been supported by t wo eye- W t nesses, nanel vy, Mehar

Chand (P.W1) and Tikka Ram (P.W2). W have been taken through

the evidence of these two witnesses and we do not find any infirnmty

t her ei n. These W t nesses have consi stently supported t he

prosecution case in their statenent made before the police as well as

in Court. That apart, evi dence of t hese t wo W t nesses have been

corroborated by the medical evidence. This being the position we are

of the view that the H gh Court was quite justified in convicting the

appel lant and no interference by this Court is called for

Accordingly, t he appeal is di smi ssed. Bai | bonds of t he
appel lants, who are on bail, are cancelled and they are directed to be
t aken into cust ody forthwith for whi ch compl i ance report nmust be

sent to this Court wi t hin a peri od of one nmont h from the date of

recei pt of copy of this order by the trial court.

[ B.N. AGRAVAL ]



[ A K. MATHUR ]
NEW DELHI ,

MARCH 30, 2006.



