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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

CRI M NAL APPEAL NO. 284 OF 2004

SHI VE GOPE Appel | ant (s)

VERSUS

STATE OF BI HAR Respondent (s)

(Wth appln(s) for exenption fromfiling O T. and office report)

Date: 29/03/2005 This appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. N. AGRAWAL
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE H. K. SEMA
For Appellant(s) M. Ravi Shankar Kumar, Adv.
for Ms. Kamakshi S. Mehl wal , Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. Saket Singh, Adv.

for M. B.B. Singh, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER



Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

The appeal is dism ssed.

[ Al ka Dudeja ] [ Om Prakash ]

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. 284 OF 2004

Shi ve Gope ... Appel lant (s)

Ver sus

State of Bihar ... Respondent ( s)

O R D E R

The appel | ant herein al ongwi t h accused- Akhi | esh Kurmar Sinha and Bh

ol a

Kumar was convicted by the Trial Court under Section 302 read wth Section 34 of
t he

I ndi an Penal Code and each one of them was sentenced to undergo inprisonnment for life.

They wer e further convi cted under Secti on 27(1) of t he Ar s Act and se
nt enced to

under go rigorous i mprisonment for a period of three years. Bot h t he senten
ces were

however, ordered to run concurrently. Al'l the three convicted accused preferred separate



appeal s. So far as t he appeal filed by Akhi | esh Kumar Sinha is concer ne
d, t he sane

abated as he died during the pendency of the appeal before the Hi gh Court. The appeal s
of the appellant as well as Bhola Kumar have been dism ssed and their conviction
s and

sentences have been upheld by the High Court. Accused Bhola Kumar, it appears, did not

nmove this Court, as such his conviction attained finality. Hence, this appea
by speci al

| eave on behal f of the appellant.

Havi ng heard | earned counsel for the parties and perused the evidence, we are of

the view that the High Court has not committed any error in upholding conviction of the

appel l ant by placing reliance upon the evidence of Raj Kumar, P.W2, who was

.2/ -

-2 -
solitary eye-w t ness, whose evi dence is corroborated by Nar endr a Prasad, P. W
.1 and

Ramanand Prasad, P.W3, before whomimedi ately after the occurrence P. W2 discl osed

the nanmes of the accused persons, including the appellant. That apart, the pro
secution

case of causing injuries by fire arnms is supported by nedical evidence as would
appear

fromthe post-nortemreport conducted by Dr. Ashok Kumar Yadav, P.W4. |In our view,

no ground is nmade out for interference with the inpugned orders.

The appeal, accordingly, fails and the sanme is dism ssed.



(B. N. Agrawal)

(H K. Semm)
New Del hi ,

March 29, 2005.



