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   Criminal Appeal No.1246 of 1997

   State of Maharashtra                                     Appellant (s)

                              VERSUS

   Bharat Fakira Dhiwar                                     Respondent (s)
   (With office report)

 Date : 11/10/2001 This  appeal was called on for hearing today.

  CORAM :
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE K.T. THOMAS
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE S.N. VARIAVA

  For Appellant (s)     Mr. HW Dhabe, Sr.Adv.
                        Mr. SS Shinde, Adv.
                        Mr. SV Deshpande, Adv.

  For Respondent (s)    Mr. S. Muralidhar, Adv. (AC)

          UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
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                Mr.  HW Dhabe, learned senior counsel started his
        arguments  at  2.50  P.M.  and was on his legs  when  the
        Court rose for the day leaving the matter part heard.
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        Hemalatha                                    (HK Bhatia)
                                                    Court Master
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                      IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
                     CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION
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        Bhoorwa                                .. Appellant (s)



                                   vs.

        State of Chhattisgarh                  .. Respondent(s)
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                After  hearing Mr.  Bimal Roy Jad, learned amicus
        curiae,  we  are also satisfied that the trial court  and
        the High Court have rightly relied on the testimony of PW
        1  and  PW 2 in believing the extra  judicial  confession
        made  by  the  appellant.   It  means  that  it  was  the
        appellant  who killed his step mother with the help of an
        axe.  The conviction and sentence were rightly awarded to
        him,  and we dismiss this appeal.
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