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I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

CRI' M NAL APPEAL NQ(s). 1511 OF 2013

STATE CF H. P. Appel | ant (s)

VERSUS

MOHAMVAD NAZI R Respondent ( s)

W th

CRI M NAL APPEAL NQ(s). 1512 OF 2013

ORDER

Both the appeals arise out of a common Judgnent and as such,
they have been heard together and are being disposed of by this
or der.

Mohd. Nazir, respondent in Crimnal Appeal No. 1511 of 2013 and
Hasmat Bi bi, Sardar Deen and Bal ki sha Bi bi, respondents in Crinina
Appeal No. 1512 of 2013, aggrieved by their conviction under Section
302/ 34 of the Indian Penal Code, preferred separate appeals before
the Hi gh Court. The Hi gh Court, by the inpugned order, had acquitted
them of the charges. The State of Hinachal Pradesh, aggrieved by the
same, has preferred these appeals with the | eave of the Court.

The Hi gh Court, in appeal, reappraised the evidence and while

acquitting the respondents, assigned ten reasons. The High Court
found significant inprovenent in the case of the prosecution during
trial. The High Court further found the claimof the eye-w tnesses

to be unworthy of reliance and not corroborated by the nedica
evidence. Not only this, the Hgh Court doubted the tinme of
occurrence itself. In the opinion of the High Court, the possibility
of the First Information Report being ante-tined cannot be rul ed out.

M. A ay Marwah, |earned counsel appearing on behalf of the
appel l ant, has subnmitted that the reasons assigned by the High Court
whil e acquitting the respondents are unsustai nabl e.

M. Dhruv Pal as also M. Vikas Mhajan, |earned counse
appearing on behalf of the respondents, however, subnit that each of
the reasons given by the Hi gh Court while acquitting the respondents
are wei ghty reasons

We have bestowed our consideration to the rival submi ssions. W
find that the reasons assigned by the H gh Court while acquitting the
respondents are good and valid reasons. Even if we assune that one
of the reasons i.e. non-examination of one Fakrudeen is erroneous,
but that itself shall not render the finding of the H gh Court
perverse. W are of the opinion that the view taken by the High
Court is one of the possible views, which does not <call for any
interference by this Court.

In the result, we find no nerit in these appeals, which are,
accordingly, dismssed.

....................... J.
[ CHANDRAMAULI KR. PRASAD]

....................... J.
[ PI NAKI CHANDRA GHOSE]
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UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

The Crinminal Appeals are disnmissed in terns of the signed

| (Jayant Kumar Arora) | |(I'ndu Satija)
| Sr. P.A | | Assistant Registrar

(Signed order is placed on the file)

or der.



