\ 2041 TEM NO. 113 COURT NO. 6 SECTION |1 A

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

CRI M NAL APPEAL NO(s). 520 OF 2006

VASANTH KUVAR & ANR. Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
STATE BY | NSPECTOR OF POLI CE & ANR Respondent ( s)

(Wth appl n(s) for inpleadnment and with office report)

W TH CRI M NAL APPEAL NO. 469 of 2006
(Wth appln.(s) for bail and inpleading party and with office report)

Date: 25/11/2010 These Appeals were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE MARKANDEY KATJU
HON BLE MRS. JUSTI CE GYAN SUDHA M SRA
For Appellant(s) L. Nageswara Rao, Sr. Adv.
Arun Anbumani, Adv.
.Senthil Jagadeesan, Adv.

K. V. Viswanat han, Sr. Adv.
Arun Anbumani, Adv.
.Senthil Jagadeesan, Adv.

For Respondent (s) R Bal asubramani am Sr. Adv.
Promla, Adv.

S. Thananj ayan, Adv.

<Fs =33 333

M. Jayesh Gaurav, Adv.
M. Satya Mtra Garg , Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

No orders on applications for inpleadnent.

The Appeal s are all owed.

( Raj esh Dham) ( I'ndu Satija)
Court Master Court Master

(signed order is placed on the file)
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

CRI M NAL APPEAL NQO(s). 520 OF 2006

VASANTH KUMAR & ANR. Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS

STATE BY | NSPECTOR OF POLI CE & ANR Respondent ('s)

W TH

CRI M NAL APPEAL NO. 469 of 2006



0] R D E R

Heard | earned counsel appearing for the parties.

These Appeal s have been filed agai nst t he
j udgnent s and orders of t he Hi gh Court of Madr as
31. 03. 2006 and 05.04. 2006 passed in Crininal Appeal No. 504

of 2002 and Crim nal Revision Case No. 146 of 2002

The facts of the cases have been set in the inpugned
j udgnent and order of the High Court and hence we are not
repeating the same here.

The trial court acquitted the appellants but in appea

the H gh Court has reversed that judgnent. Hence,
Appeal s.
21
These are cases of circunstanti al evi dence. The

appel lants were arrested after two years fromthe date of

i nci dent. The so-call ed confessional statenments are not
reliable and there is a very little cl i nching mat eri a
agai nst the appell ants. Hence, we are of the opinion that

benefit of doubt has to be given to the appellants.

In the result, the Appeals are all owed. The i mpugned

judgnents and orders of the H gh Court are set aside

By order dated 31.07.2006 this Court had granted bai
to the appellants in these Appeals. Their bail bonds stand

di schar ged

(GYAN SUDHA M SRA)
NEW DELHI :
NOVEMBER 25, 2010.

i mpugned
dat ed

t hese



