
zITEM NO.119                COURT NO.2             SECTION II

       SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
           RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

           CRIMINAL APPEAL NO(s). 949 OF 2004

STATE OF U.P.                              Appellant (s)

              VERSUS

HARI                                   Respondent(s)

Date: 20/05/2009 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
   HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE MARKANDEY KATJU
   HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE DEEPAK VERMA
               (VACATION BENCH)

For Appellant(s)     Mr. Manoj Kr. Dwivedi, adv.
                              Mr. G.V. Rao, Adv.

                     Mr. Irshad Ahmad,Adv. (NP)

For Respondent(s)    Ms. Aishwarya Bhati, adv.
                               Ms. Upasana Nath, adv.
                     for Mr. C.D. Singh,Adv.

          UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                  ORDER

                    Heard learned counsel for the parties.

                    The appeal is dismissed in terms of the signed order.

         (Ajay Kr. Jain)                                     (Indu Satija)
          Court Master                                                   Court Master

                              (Signed order is placed on the file)
                       IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
                      CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

                        CRIMINAL APPEAL NO. 949 OF 2004

State of U.P.                                       ....    Appellant

                                         Versus

Hari                                                 ....   Respondent

                                  ORDER

           This appeal is directed against the judgment and order dated

6.1.2003 of the High Court of Judicature at Allahabad Bench at Lucknow

whereby the criminal appeal filed by the respondent herein has been

allowed in part and his conviction recorded under Section 307 IPC has

been set aside and instead he has been held guilty of the offence punishable

under Section 324 IPC and sentenced to imprisonment for the period



already undergone and to pay a fine of Rs. 5000/- and in default of

payment of fine to further undergo R.I. for a period of one year.

           Heard learned counsel for the parties. We do not find any merit

in this appeal. It is, accordingly, dismissed.

                                                            .......................J.
                               (MARKANDEY KATJU)

                                                            .......................J.
                               (DEEPAK VERMA)
New Delhi
May 20, 2009


