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        UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                            O R D E R 
The appeal is dismissed in terms of the signed order.
 

  (Sheetal Dhingra)(Kanwal Singh)
          Court Master Court Master

[Signed order is placed on the file]

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

CRIMINAL  APPEAL Nos.193-196 OF 1998 

State of U.P.              ....Appellant (s)

Versus

Chaudhari & Ors.            ....Respondent (s)

O R D E R



Heard learned counsel appearing on behalf of the appellant.
The respondents along with two other accused persons were tried and while accused Shiv Prasad 
and Badri were acquitted by  trial court, the respondents were convicted under Section 302/149
 and 307/149 and each one of them was sentenced to undergo imprisonment for life and rigorous 
imprisonment for a period of seven years respectively.   Respondent Nos.1, 3, 5 & 6 were furth
er convicted under Section 148 of the Indian Penal Code (for short the ’IPC’) and each one of 
them was sentenced to undergo rigorous imprisonment for a period of one year whereas other res
pondents   under Section 147 of the IPC and each one of them was sentenced to undergo rigorous
 imprisonment for a period of six months.  The sentence, however, were ordered to run concurre
ntly.
No appeal was preferred by the State against order of acquittal of the other two accused perso
ns.  So far the convictions of respondents are concerned, on appeal being preferred against th
eir conviction the same were set aside and all of them were acquitted of all the charges and h
ence this appeal by special leave.
Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the State of Uttar Pradesh very fairly placed before us
 the impugned judgment of acquittal rendered by the High Court and other materials on the reco
rd and vehemently submitted that order of acquittal passed by the High Court suffers from perv
ersity.   
In our opinion   the view taken by the High Court is not only a possible view but the same is 
reasonable one and no interference with the order of acquittal is called for.
The appeal is accordingly dismissed.

  
         ...................................J.
        (B.N. AGRAWAL)          

         ...................................J.
       (DR. AR. LAKSHMANAN)        

New Delhi 
January 21,   2004.


