f1 TEM NO 64 COURT NO. 10 SECTI ON

1A

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).2041/2005

(From the judgenent and order dated 30/03/2005 in CRLA No. 726/2005

of The HI GH COURT OF BOVBAY AT NAGPUR)

PURUSHOTTAM & ANR. Peti tioner

(s)

VERSUS

STATE OF MAHARASHTRA & ANR. Respondent

(s)

(Wth appln(s) for bail,stay and office report ))

Date: 09/05/2005 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. P. S| NGH
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ARUN KUMAR
For Petitioner(s) M. Mikul Rohtagi, Sr.Adv.

M. L. Nageshwar Rao, Sr.Adv.

M. V. Sheshagiri, Adv.



M . Padhavanabhan, Adv.

Ms. Shiraz Contractor Patodi a, Adv.

For Conpl ai nant M. ML.Lahoty, Adv.
M. Paban K. Sharma, Adv.
M. H manshu Shekhar, Adv.

M ss Poli Kataki, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. U ULalit, Sr.Adv.
M. S.S. Shinde, Adv.

M. Ravi ndra Keshavrao Adsure, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER

Speci al Leave granted.

The appeal is allowed in terns of the signed order.

(SUKHBI R PAUL KAUR) (VI JAY DHAWAN)

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. 681 of 2005

(Arising out of SLP(Crl.)NO 2041/ 2005)

PURUSHOTTAM & ANR. ... APPELLANT( S)



VERSUS

STATE OF MAHARASHTRA & ANR. ... RESPONDENT( S)

ORDER

W have heard counsel for t he parties at | ength

and al so per used t he or der of t he Hi gh Court ref usi ng

bail to the petitioners who happen to be brothers of the

husband of the deceased.

Speci al Leave granted.

From the facts of t he case, it appears t hat
deceased was, at t he r el evant tine, resi di ng with her
parents at Nagpur , wher eas t he appel I ant s herein wer e
residing at Hyder abad. On  the basi s of docunent s on
whi ch t he prosecution relies, it is made out to be

case of sui ci de committed by t he deceased on account

harassenent by the fam |y nmenbers of her husband as well

t he

of



as by the husband hinsel f. Having considered all aspects

-2-

of t he matter, we are satisfied t hat so far as t hese

Appel l ants are concerned, in the facts and circunstances

of t he case, t hey deserve to be rel eased on bai | on
their furni shing bai | bonds to t he satisfaction of t he
Trial Court.

We order accordingly.

This Appeal is accordingly allowed.

(B. P. SI NGH)

(ARUN KUMVAR)

NEW DELHI ;

MAY 9, 2005



