1 TEM NO. 103 COURT NO. 6 SECTION |1 A

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

CRI M NAL APPEAL NQ(s). 1275 OF 2005

SUGHAR SI NGH & ANR Appel lant (s)
VERSUS

STATE OF M P. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appl n(s) for exenption fromsurrendering and exenption from
filing OT. and pernmission to file addl. docunents and exenption from
filing OT. and exenption fromfiling OT. and with office report)
Date: 21/07/2011 Thi s Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE MARKANDEY KATJU
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE CHANDRAMAULI KR. PRASAD

For Appellant(s) Rakesh Dwi vedi, Sr. Adv.

M
M. R Sant han Krishnan, Adv.
M. Praveen K. Pandey, Adv.
M D. Mahesh Babu, Adv.
For Respondent (s) Ms. Vi bha Datta Makhij a, Adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
The Appeal is disposed of accordingly.

By Order dated 20.10.2005 this Court had granted bail
to both the appellants. Bail bonds of appellant No. 1 are
hereby cancelled and he is directed to be taken into
custody forthwith to serve the renaining period of

sent ence. Bai | bonds of appellant No. 2 are di scharged
accordingly.

( Raj esh Dham) ( I'ndu Satija)
Court Master Court Master

(Signed order is placed on the file)
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

CRI M NAL APPEAL NQ(s). 1275 OF 2005

SUGHAR SI NGH & ANR Appel | ant (s)

VERSUS

STATE OF M P. Respondent ( s)
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Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

Thi s Appeal has been filed agai nst t he i mpugned



j udgnent dat ed 30. 06. 2005 of t he Hi gh Court of Madhya
Pradesh, Bench Gnalior, passed in Crininal Appeal No. 156
of 1995.
The facts have been stated in the inpugned judgnent
and hence we are not repeating the sanme here.
We have carefully considered the evidence on record
and we are of the opinion that the inpugned judgnent of the
Hi gh Court o) far as appel | ant No. 1- Sughar Si ngh is
concerned is correct, but appellant No. 2-Virendra Singh
Pawai ya is entitled to the benefit of doubt.
Accordi ngly, we uphold the inpugned judgnent of the
Hi gh Court so far as appellant No. 1 herein is concerned,
but we acquit appellant No. 2 herein by giving himbenefit
of doubt.

B
CRI M NAL APPEAL NQ(s). 1275 OF 2005

The Appeal is disposed of accordingly.
By Order dated 20.10.2005 this Court had granted bai

to both the appellants. Bail bonds of appellant No. 1 are

her eby cancel | ed and he is directed to be t aken into
cust ody forthwith to serve t he remai ni ng peri od of
sent ence. Bai | bonds of appellant No. 2 are di scharged

accordi ngly.

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

( MARKANDEY KATJU)

........................ J.
NEW DELHI ; ( CHANDRAMAULI KR, PRASAD)
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