<| TEM NO. 103 COURT NO. 3 SECTION |1 A

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

CRIM NAL APPEAL NO(s). 280-283 OF 2004

BHOLA YADAV @ VI JAY YADAV & ORS. Appel | ant (s)

VERSUS

STATE OF BI HAR Respondent ( s)

(Wth office report )

Date: 21/11/2006 These Appeals were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. N. AGRAVWAL

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE P. P. NACLEKAR

For Appellant(s)

M. Naresh Kunar, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
M. Gopal Singh, Adv.
M. N shakant Pandey, Adv.

M. Narender Kunmar, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER



The Appeals are disnissed in terns of the signed order.

(Raj esh Dham) (Khushi Ram

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 NQ(s). 280-283 COF 2004

BHOLA YADAV @ VI JAY YADAV & ORS. Appel | ant (s)

VERSUS

STATE OF BI HAR Respondent ( s)

O R D E R

Heard the parti es.

The appell ants were convicted by the trial court under Section 376(2)

(g) of the Indian Penal Code (hereinafter referred to as "IPC') and sentenced

to undergo inprisonnent for life. They were further convicted under Section

450 read with Secti on 34 IPC and sent enced to under go rigorous

i mprisonment for a period of five years. The appel | ants were al so convicted



under Section 3(xi) of t he Schedul ed Castes and Schedul ed Tri bes

(Prevention of Atrocities) Act and sent enced to under go

ri gorous
i mpri sonnent for a peri od of five years. All t he sent ences, however,
wer e
or der ed to run concurrently. On appeal s bei ng preferred, t he Hi gh C
ourt

confirnmed the convictions and sentences. Hence,

these Appeals by speci al

| eave.

Havi ng heard t he | ear ned counsel appeari ng on behal f of t he

appel lants and the State and perused the records, we are of the view that the

trial court and t he Hi gh Court

have recor ded convi ctions of t he
| ants

appel

after detai |l ed di scussi on of

evi dence and no case for
this

i nterference by

Court is nade out.

The Appeal s, accordingly, fail and the sane are di sm ssed.

( B.N. AGRAVMAL )



( P.P. NAOLEKAR )
NEW DELH ;

NOVEMBER 21, 2006.
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