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correctness of the conclusion whcih you rich "

R AHEIAA dofl 3613 ¥ YR USH &l d Y&t AR
AicH 1] (ARl AG diRl 5, ARl 3yaia117] oficid Qisi

8 dl d 3»aad siGe 8.

A% {1 dIS SellA dofl UVl 21Ul 2112 B & ;-

That degree is not well settled. It need not reach
certainty but must carry a high degree of probability. Proof
beyond reasonable doubt does not mean proof beyond the
shadow of doubt. The law would fail to protect the
community if it admitted fanciful possibilities to deflect the
course of justice. If the evidence is strong against a man as to

leave only a remote possibility in his favour that can be
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dismissed with the sentence. "of course it is possible, but not
in the lest probable, the case is proved beyond reasonable

doubt, but nothing short of that will suffice."
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S3d 8 S, 1994 (1) G. L. H. 537 SUPREME COURT K.
JAYACHANDRA REDDY AND G.N.RAY,JJ. State of

West Bengal Versus Orilal Jaiswal and Another Respondents
Reasonable doubt is simply that degree of doubt which would
permit a reasonable and just man to come to a conclusion.
Reasonableness of the doubt must be commensurate with the

nature of the offence to be investigated."
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(A)

ldi....
In the case of Ayaaubkhan Noorkhan Pathan
Versus State Of Maharashtra 2013 (4) SCC 465 held

that,...

"The aforesaid discussion makes it evident that, not only
should the opportunity of cross-examination be made available,
but it should be one of effective cross-examination, so as to
meet the requirement of the principles of natural justice. In the
absence of such an opportunity, it cannot be held that the
matter has been decided in accordance with law, as cross-
examination is an integral part and parcel of the principles of

natural justice. (para-30)"
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(B)

(c)

In the case of In Rajiv Arora V/s. Union of India &
Ors., AIR 2009 SC 1100 held that,..

"Effective cross-examination could have been done as
regards the correctness or otherwise of the report, if the contents
of them were proved. The principles analogous to the provisions of
the Indian Evidence Act as also the principles of natural justice
demand that the maker of the report should be examined, save
and except in cases where the facts are admitted or the witnesses
are not available for cross-examination or similar situation. The
High Court in its impugned judgment proceeded to consider the
issue on a technical plea, namely, no prejudice has been caused to
the appellant by such non-examination. If the basic principles of
law have not been complied with or there has been a gross
violation of the principles of natural justice, the High Court should

have exercised its jurisdiction of judicial review."

In the case of New India Assurance Company Ltd. V/s.

Nusli Neville Wadia & Anr., AIR 2008 SC 876 held that,
"This Court considered a case under the Public Premises
(Eviction of Unauthorised Occupants) Act, 1971 and held as
follows :-

"If some facts are to be proved by the landlord, indisputably
the occupant should get an opportunity to cross- examine. The
witness who intends to prove the said fact has the right to
cross-examine the witness. This may not be provided by under

the statute, but it being a part of the principle of natural justice

should be held to be indefeasible right." (Emphasis added)

In view of the above, we are of the considered opinion that
the right of cross-examination is an integral part of the principles

of natural justice."
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