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Office of the District Judge, Basti
Administrative Order No. 7£772023/Dated: Basti: 4 September, 2023
Order
Vide Hon’ble High Court letter no.- 11883/SUVAS
CelVAllahabad Dated: 06.09.2023 the Hon’ble High Court has directed that
Hon'ble Supreme Court of India is sending both the English as well as Hindi
rranslated version and it's the Hindi translated version, which is required t0
be vetted while ensuring that the spirit of the original judgment is
maintained to best possible extent in the translated version. For this work, 8
remuneration of Rs. 100/- per page will be paid to the translators/vetters by
Hon'ble Supreme Court and will be calculated on basis of number of pages

of the English version of the original e-SCR Judgments. A sample of english

version of a case and its translated version is attached with this letter for

your ready reference.
It is further to inform you that a large panel of Ld. Advocates is
required for the aforesaid translation/vetting work and the willingness of

minimum 20 Ld. Advocates of District Courts is required from your

respective district in given proforma.
[t is also directed to nominate a ‘Judicial Officer of Senior

Division Rank as Nodal Officer who shall work with the assistance of Court

Manager and System Manager of his/her respective District Court and

provide the names of willing Ld. Advocates in the given proforma as well as
the contact number and email id of the nominated Nodal Officer on the e-
mail id "suvas.cell@allahabadhighcnurt.in", positively by 12.09.2023.
Hence, in compliance of the Hon’ble High Court’s above letter
Sri Amit Mishra, Civil Judge (S.D.) Basti is nominated as Nodal Officer.
The Court Manager and System Officer is directed to assist the nodal officer
for providing the names of willing Ld. Advocates in prescribed proforma.
The Nodal Officer and his assistants are also directed to comply

the direction of Hon’ble High Court’s above letter withing stipulated time.

A

(Kuldeep Saxena)
Date: 08.09.2023 District Judge, Basti
District Judge
Bastj

Inform all concerned accordingly.
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From,
Registrar General,
High Coun of Judicature at

Allahabad.

To,
The District & Sessions Judges,
All the Districts of Utiar Pradesh.
(Except Agra, Allahabad, Aligarh, Azamgarh, Bareilly, Bulandshahar, Faizabad,
Gautam Budh Nagar, Ghaziabad, Gorakhpur, Jhansi, Kanpur Nagar, Lucknow,
Mathura, Meerwt, Moradabad, Muzaffarnagar, Saharanpur, Shahjahanpur and
Varanasi)

Letter No. 11883 /SUVAS Cell Allahabad Dated: célo-ﬂ 2023

Sub.:- For obtaining willingness from Ld. Advocates of District Courts to perform
Translation/Vetting Work.

MadanvSir,

Kindly have reference 1o the ongoing project of Translation of Judgments of Hon'ble
Supreme Court of India and Hon'ble High Court, Allahabad in vernacular language and the
advertisement published on the official website of this Coun (copy enclosed) regarding
willingness of Ld. Advocates of High Court for translation/vetting work.

In this regard, | am directed to inform you ’that Hon'ble Supreme Court of India is
sending both the English as well as Hindi translated version and it's the Hindi translated
version. which is required to be vetted while ensuring that the spirit of the original judgment
is maintained 1o best possible extent in the translated version. For this work, a remuneration
of Rs. 100/- per page will be paid to the translators/veiters by Hon'ble Supreme Court and will
be calculated on basis of number of pages of the English version of the original e-SCR
Judgments. A sample of english version of a case and its translated version is attached with
this letter for your ready reference.

It is further to inform you that a large panel of Ld. Advocates is required for the
aforesaid translation/vetting work and the willingness of minimum 20 Ld. Advocates of
District Counts is required from your respective district in given proforma.

It is, therefore, (o request you (o nominate a Judicial Officer of Senior Division Rank
as Nodal Officer who shall work with the assistance of Court Manager and System Manager
of his/her respective District Court and provide the names of willing Ld. Advocates in the

given proforma as well as the comact number and email id of the nominated Nodal Officer on

the e-mail id “suvas.cell@allahabadhighcourt.in®, positively by 12.09.2023.

Yo@; h_‘ 3 ]E\’J-;L‘)
Encl.: As above. \\13; g },D[;\D)
Q}oﬂw* \tbi ker Dwivedi, HJ.S.)

Joift Registrar (J) (SCMS
E T o 0Oy (for Registrar General) '

m T

With regards,

D
3923
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9.

(Eor Advocates of District Coury)

CO O

. Name of Applicant

(in CAPITAL letters)
Date of Birth
Full Name of Father/ Husband

Present Postal Address

Contact Number

E-mail :
Practicing District Court H
U.P. Bar Council Enrollment No. ;

Bank Details

(i) Account Number H

(ii) Bank Name

(iii) Branch Name

..

(iv) IFSC Code -
(v) PAN Card Number :
Date:
(Note:  The fully filled application form

e Office)

(Signature of Applicant)

shall

be

submitted

to



[2008] 15 S.C.R. 495

STATE OF MAHARASHTRA
V.
ARJUN
(Criminal Appeal No. 1155 of 2004)
NOVEMBER 5, 2008

[OR. ARIJIT PASAYAT AND DR. MUKUNDAKAM
SHARMA, JJ]

Penal Code, 1860 - ss. 302/34 and 201/34 — Prosecution

under, of two accused — Conviction of both by trial court on

the basis of circumstantial evidence — High Court convicting
A-1 while acquitting A-2 — Appeal against acquittal — Held:

Circumstances relied on not sufficient to fasten the guilt on

T A2

Respondent-Accused No.2 was prosecuted u/ss. 302/ '

34 and 201/34 IPC alongwith Accused No. 1 for having

caused death of a person. Prosecution case was that the -

deceased was objecting to the illicit relationship between
the accused persons. The case was based on

circumstantial evidence. Trial court convicted both the

accused relying on five circumstances. High Court
confirmed the conviction of Accused No. 1 while
acquitting the respondent-accused.

In appeal against acquittal, State contended that in
the circumstances that respondent had illicit intimacy

with Accused-1; that he purchased rat killer, gunny bag,

nylon rope and cotton rope; that the dead body of the
deceased was discovered at his instance; and that the

dead body was found in gunny bag tied with cotton °

ropes and two stones were tied with nylon rope,
respondent is liable to be convicted.

Dismissing the appeal, the Court
495
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496 SUPREME COURT REPORTS [2008] 15 SC R,

HELD: Regarding the circumstances of purchase of
rat killer poison and the gunny bag , there was no
evidence to show that either the rat killer Poison or the
gunny bag was purchased prior to the date of
occurrence. The body of the deceased was found ina
decomposed ‘state. The Doctor who conducted the post
mortem, categorically stated that in view of the
decomposed state of the dead body, it was not possible
to say whether any rat killing poison was used. The only
other circumstance is purported, discovery of the dead
body at the instance of the respondent. The High Court
has found that this so-called discovery on the basis of
the information given by respondent-accused has not
been established. Thus, the High Court's judgment does
not suffer from any infirmity to warrant
interference. [Paras 5 and 6) [498-E-H]

CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION : Criminal Appeal
No.1155 of 2004.

From the final Judgment and Order dated 8.8.2003 of the
High Court of Judicature at Bombay, Bench at Aurangabad in
Criminal Appeal No. 204 of 1998.

Sushil Karanjkar and Ravindra Keshavrao Adsure for the

Appellant.
.Shivaji M. Jadhav and Pramiji Paul for the Respondent,

fhe Jud.gment- of the Court was delivered by

DR. ARIJIT PASAYAT, J. 1. Challenge in this appeal is
to the judgment of a Division Bench of the Bombay High Court
at Aurangabad.“l‘wo persons - Indrajit Kaur (hereinafter
described as A-1) and the present respondent Arjun
(hereinafter described as A-2) had filed the appeal questioning
their conviction and imposition of sentence, as done by the
learned Second Additional Sessions Judge, Osmanabad.
Each one of them was convicted for offences punishable under

6 13



STATE OF MAHARASHTRA v. ARJUN 497
[DR. ARIJIT PASAYAT, J ]

Section 302 read with Section 34 of the Indian Penal Code,
1860 (in short 'the IPC') and sentenced to undergo
imprisonment for life and to pay a fine of Rs.3,000/- with default
stipulations, They were also convicted for the offences
punishable under Section 201 read with Section 34 IPC and
sentenced to undergo rigorous imprisonment for three years

and to pay a fine of Rs.1,000/- with default stipulations. The

appeal was allowed by the impugned judgment, so far as
present respondent is concerned.

2. According to the prosecution, the accused persons were
having illicit relationship which was being objected to by
Jagnandan Singh (hereinafter referred to as the ‘deceased’).
Taking exception to his interference to their illicit relationship,
the accused persons decided to take away his life and
accordingly he was killed. Since, there was no direct evidence,
the prosecution relied upon certain circumstances to establish
that the accused persons were guilty. The Trial Court found the
five incriminating circumstances to be sufficient to fasten the
guilt on the accused persons and, accordingly, convicted them,
as aforenoted. In appeal, the High Court found that the evidence
was sufficient so far as accused No.1 is concerned, but was
insufficient so far as the present respondent is concerned. Itis
to be noted that apart from five allegedly incriminating
circumstances, which were pressed into service so far as the
present respondent is concerned, there were other materials
to hold accused No.1 guilty. The High Court was of the view
that the circumstances highlighted were not sufficient to fasten
the guilt on A-2 and directed his acquittal while upholding the
conviction of A-1.

3. In support of the appeal, learned counsel for the
appellant-State submitted that the accusations were
established against A-1. The same analogy should have been
applied in the case of the present respondent. Learned counsel
for the respondent, on the other hand, supported the judgment
of the High Court.



498 SUPREME COURT REPORTS  [2008] 15 S.C R

4. The circumstances which were pressed into service to
fasten the guilt on the accused are, as follows:

1. llicit intimacy with accused No.1,

i Tpe accused No.2 purchased two packets of rat
killer poison from the shop of Motichand, PW-5.

3. The accused No.2 purchased gunny bag (article
16), cott?n rope (Articles 17, 18 and 19) and nylon
(l;ope (article 20) from the shop of Abhay Bhoj, PW-

4. Discovery of dead body of Jagnandansingh from
Morda Tank at the instance of accused No.2.

5.  Dead body of Jagnandansingh was found in a
gunny bag that the dead body was tied by means
of cotton rope and that two stones were found to
have been tied to gunny bag by means of nylon
rope.

5. So far as the purchase of rat killer poison and the gunny
bag is concerned, there was no evidence to show that either
the rat killer poison or the gunny bag was purchased prior to
the date of occurrence. It is to be noted that the bady of the
deceased was found in a decomposed state. The Doctor who
conducted the post mortem categorically stated that in view of
the decomposed state of the dead body, it was not possible
to say whether any rat killing poison was used, The only other
circumstance is purported discovery of the dead body at the
instance of the respondent. The High Court has found that this
so-called discovery on the basis of the information given by A-
2 has not been established.

6. Above being the position, we find that the High Court's
judgment does not suffer from any infirmity to warrant
interference. The appeal is, accordingly, dismissed.

KKT. Appeal dismissed.
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HERTCR 759
&t

S
(2004 &t 3w et &. 1155)

5 7@ex, 2008
[DR.ARIJIT arrad 3k DR.MUKUNDAKAM ¥, o, o.]

3¢ wfgar, 1860-55.302/34 3R 201/34-23 sfvgadl & oea Afyge-
oRRefeT ea & R W Pt fRery < gxr 341 @) Ot sevrI-Sw
rarery A Bt SERIAT G-1 ¢ Y ¥ e WHh-2 a9 AR & Raes ardfter-smafin -
2 @ Y B g5 XA & fog aRRfal gaic T of | qregeff -arfgae Wem 2
Ffyged s 1 & wd ong. @ . g,/ss.302/34 ik 201/34 ¥ @EA qHSA
" T A1 | Q& person.Prosecution AR @ §g @1 SRV 48 o1 6 gaw
Jfaget & dte oy Wdy g ARy o W@ A1 persons.The AW §6 X AR
o oRRef=  evidence.Trial =@ A a4 fvgel @& 9™
circumstances.High e & W va g8 weael -3ifge @ a9 #ea {8
g W 1 @ Ry i gfte 3| o Ry 9 & Raers andle &, 5w A T
for f ue ¥ 9= aRRufdl & o qregel @it 3w sieRen ot sifvgew & wu-1 %
S9 gET AR arel, AR, T @t I R i o 'l i e o wa e
Ty R e on; iR 5 w9 gt off RFE F 99 @R F g mn on 3R A TR
Fraers @t 7= } 49 9, el @ At sERrEr o W 8 | A WIS #ve g9
T 3 e, gFe:Rd @ RRURE & AR # I ARA aren weR IR AR, B
=& o 78 REM & g ¥ge & @ @ I@ "RA TN W A the.gunny ¥ 3
aréa @ gge @eiel T A1 occurrence. The 5@ &1 @ @& § o 1 o Refes
state.The QeHIdH B e ey 7 W w4 | el fob

ga TR @t fekd Ruf, 78 F& @@ T8 o F R @ AR qTen P T
used.The o1 &1 =8, %aa g Rl oRm & gob @ @~
respondent.Themw%ﬁéﬂmﬁmmﬂwwtﬁsmeﬁ T &
TE AT ¥ UR R 98 AUBa B-3fge 7 78 @t @ established.Thus
2R ®, 959 e &1 ok Rt f gdem | e T @ evee | [R5 3R 6]

RS arfte =grafavta:2004 @t suRifdes ardld No.1155 | i # § =
=rarag & sifaw fAvtg @R anew =i 8.8.2003 9, 1998 & IMRIYF A

W 204 ¥ iR @i dis |
sftenell @t 3R ¥ e PR 3R R FeraRmE RAsma |
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