d | TEM NO 101 COURT NO. 6 SECTI ON 1|

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

CRI M NAL APPEAL NO. 600 OF 2004

Al JAZ AHVAD Appel I ant (s)

VERSUS

STATE OF U. P. Respondent ( s)

Dat e: 05/04/2005 This appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. N. AGRAVWAL
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE P. K. BALASUBRAMANYAN
For Appell ant(s) M. R K Jain, Sr.Adv.
M. Z.F. Faizan, Adv.
M. Vineet K Tyagi, Adv.
M. Goodwi || Indeevar, Adv.
For Respondent (s) Dr. Indra Pratap Singh, Adv.

Ms. Rashmi Singh, Adv.

for M. Jatinder Kumar Bhati a, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER



Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

The appeal is dism ssed.

[ Al ka Dudeja ] [ Om Prakash ]

Court Master Court Master

(Signed order is placed on the file)

I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

CRI M NAL APPEAL NO. 600 OF 2004

Ai jaz Ahnad LA
ppel | ant (s)

Ver sus

State of Uttar Pradesh ... Respondent ( s)

O R D E R

Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

The appel | ant herein was convicted by the Trial Court under Section 302 of the

I ndian Penal Code and sent enced to undergo inprisonnent for life and to pay
fine of

Rs. 500/ -; in default, to undergo further inprisonment for a period of six non

t hs. On

appeal being preferred, the Hi gh Court confirned the conviction. Hence, this appeal by

speci al | eave.

Convi cti on of t he appel | ant is based upon t he dyi ng decl ar at
i ons. The first



dyi ng declaration was made before P. W 4- Ashr af and the second one before
P. W 3-

Shanmi m Ahned. The other two dying declarations were in witing, out of which the dying

declaration Exh.Ka-2 was recorded by Tehsildar in the presence of P.W1-Dr.H C Du
a.

Thereafter the statenent of the wvictim was recor ded by Police Oficer, P
.W10-N.P

Deshwal , on the basis of which First Information Report was | odged (Exh.Ka-5). The two

courts below, after thoroughly considering the evidence adduced by the parties, have given

cogent reasoning for placing reliance upon the above dying decl arati ons. We do not find

any infirmty therein, as such no ground for interference with the inmpugned judgnment is

made out .

The appeal, accordingly, fails and is disn ssed.

(P. K. Bal asubr amanyan)
New Del hi ,

April 05, 2005.



