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SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Crim nal Appeal No('s) . 1731/ 2009
Rl SH RAM SHARNMA Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
DI NESH KUMAR @ RAJU & ANR Respondent ( s)

(Wth office report)

W TH
Crl.A No. 1942/2010

Dat e: 16/ 04/2015 These appeal s were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE PI NAKI CHANDRA GHOSE
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE UDAY UMESH LALIT

For Appellant(s)

I r shad Ahmad, Adv.
Anur ag Rawat , Adv.
Sudhi r Kumar, Adv.
Ri tesh Kumar, Adv.

Suryanar ayana Singh, Addl.AG HP
Pragati Neekhra, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
Ani | Nag, Adv.
Sunil Kr. K., Adv.
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Ms. Pragati Neekhra, Adv.

UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmde the follow ng
ORDER

The Appeals are disnissed in terns of the signed order.

(VI SHAL ANAND) (SNEH LATA SHARMA)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER
Signature Not Verified

Digitally signed by
(Signed Oder is placed on the file)
Vi shal Anand
Date: 2015.04. 17
16: 12: 22 EAST

Reason:
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
Crim nal Appeal No(s) . 1731/ 2009
Rl SH RAM SHARNMA Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
DI NESH KUMAR @ RAJU & ANR Respondent ( s)

W TH



Crimnal Appeal No. 1942/2010
STATE OF H MACHAL PRADESH Appel | ant ('s)
VERSUS
DI NESH KUVAR @ RAJU Respondent ( s)

ORDER

W have heard M. Irshad Ahnmad, |earned counsel appearing for
the appellant - conplainant in Crininal Appeal No. 1731 of 2009
and M. Suryanarayana Singh, |earned Additional Advocate General
appearing for the State of Hi machal Pradesh in Crimnal Appeal
No. 1942 of 2010 at |length today.

We do not find that there is any reason to interfere with the
i mpugned order dat ed 4-7-2008 o) passed by t he Hi gh Court
H machal Pradesh.

In view of that, we find no nerit in the appeals filed by the
appel l ant - conpl ai nant and the State of Hi nachal Pradesh.

Accordingly, the Appeals are dism ssed.

(Pl NAKI CHANDRA GHOSE)

(UDAY UMESH LALIT)

NEW DELHI ;
16TH APRI L, 2015

of



