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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.) No(s).4227/2006

(From the judgenent and order dated 13/08/ 2004 in CRLA No. 264/2002

of The H GH COURT OF RAJASTHAN AT JCODHPUR)

BHAGMN S| NGH @ BHAGGA Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

STATE OF RAJASTHAN Respondent ( s)

(Wth appl n(s) for bail and office report)

Date: 16/03/2007 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. N. AGRAWAL
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE P. P. NACLEKAR
For Petitioner(s) M. Doongar Singh, Adv.

M. V.J. Francis, Adv.
M. Anupam M shra, Adv.

M. A. Radhakri shnan, Adv.

For Respondent(s) M. Jatinder Kumar Bhati a, Adv.



UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER

Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

Leave granted.

The appeal is al | owed i n-part and, whil e uphol di ng
the conviction of the appellant, the sentence of inprisonnent
awar ded by the inmpugned order of the High Court is reduced
to t he period al r eady under gone. The appel | ant, who is in

custody, is directed to be released forthwith, if not required in

connection with any other case.

[ Alka Dudeja ] [ Neeru Bala Vij ]

Court Master Court 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 360 OF 2007

(Arising out of S.L.P. (Crl.) No.4227 of 2006)

Bhagwan Si ngh @ Bhagga ... Appel I ant ('s)

Ver sus

State of Raj asthan ... Respondent ( s)

O R D E R



Heard the | earned counsel for the parties.

Leave granted.

Qut of the three accused persons before the Trial court,

accused Chanpal al was convi cted under Secti on 302 of t he

I ndi an Penal Code [for short, "I.P.C."] and t he appel | ant and

accused Om  Prakash wer e convi cted under Section 302/ 34

I.P.C All t he af oresai d accused per sons wer e sent enced to

under go i mpri sonment for life and to pay fine of Rs. 1, 000/ -

each; in default, to undergo further inprisonnment for a period of

si X nmont hs. On appeal s bei ng preferred, t he Hi gh Court

converted the conviction of accused Chanpal al from Secti on 302

|.P.C to Section 304 Part-11 |.P.C and convi ction of t he

appel | ant and accused Om  Prakash has been converted from

Section 302/ 34 |.P.C to Section 304 Part-11 read w th Section

34

.2/ -

I.P.C All t he accused per sons wer e sent enced to under go

i mpri sonnent for a period of ni ne years and to pay fine of

Rs. 5, 000/ -; in defaul t, to under go ri gorous i mpri sonment for a

period of Si X nmont hs. It appears t hat accused Chanpal al did

not nove this Court, but SO far as accused Om  Prakash is



concer ned, he preferred an appeal bef ore this Court gi ving rise

to Crim nal Appeal No. 170 of 2005 whi ch was di sposed of on

21st  March, 2006. The said accused remmined in custody for a

period of ni net een nont hs and t he sent ence of i mpri sonnent

awar ded agai nst him has been reduced to t he peri od al r eady

under gone. In the facts and circunstances of the present case,
as t he appel | ant has r emai ned in cust ody for a peri od of nor e
t han t wo years, we are of t he view that it woul d be just and

expedient to reduce the period of sentence awarded against this

appel I ant.

Accordingly, t he appeal is al | owed i n-part and, whil e

uphol di ng t he conviction of t he appel | ant, t he sentence of

i mpri sonment awar ded by the inmpugned order of the Hi gh Court

is reduced to the period al ready undergone. The appellant, who

is in custody, is directed to be released forthwith, if not required

in connection with any other case.

[P. P. NAOLEKAR]
New Del hi ,

March 16, 2007.



