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              S U P R E M E   C O U R T   O F   I N D I A

                           RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

                      CRIMINAL APPEAL NO(s). 231 OF 2000

STATE OF U.P.                                               Appellant (s)

                        VERSUS

MANAGER AND ORS.                                            Respondent(s)

Date: 26/09/2006  This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE A.K. MATHUR

        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE TARUN CHATTERJEE

For Appellant(s)    Mr. Kamlendra Mishra,Adv.

                    Mr. Pramod Swarup ,Adv

For Respondent(s)

                     Mr. Praveen Swarup,Adv.

                     Mr. C.D. Singh ,Adv

           UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following

                               O R D E R 

                  The appeal is dismissed in terms of signed order.



                     (Pardeep Kumar)                                         (Radha R. Bhatia)

                        Court Master                                           Court Master

                        [ signed order is placed on the file ]

                    IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

                    CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

                    CRIMINAL APPEAL NO. 231 OF 2000

STATE OF U.P.                                                     .....APPELLANT

          VERSUS

MANAGER AND ORS.                                                  .....RESPONDENTS

                                         O R D E R 

          We have gone through the judgment of the High Court dated

11.8.1999   whereby   it   has   acquitted   all   the   accused   by   giving   them

benefit   of   right   of   private   defence.       Against   the   order   of   acquittal,

passed  by  the High Court,   the  present  appeal has been  filed  by  the

State.

          After hearing learned counsel for the parties and perusing the

record,   we   are   satisfied   that   the   approach       of   the   High   Court   in

accepting   the   right   of   private   defence   of   the   accused   is   correct   and



there   is   no   ground   to   interfere   in   this   appeal.     Consequently   the

appeal is dismissed.

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

                                                   [ A.K.MATHUR ]

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

                                                   [ TARUN CHATTERJEE ]

NEW DELHI

SEPTEMBER 26, 2006.       


