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I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

CRI M NAL APPEAL NO. 1240 OF 2007

SUBRAMANI AN Appel | ant
VERSUS

STATE REP. BY | NSPECTOR OF PQOLI CE Respondent

ORDER

Three persons were sent up for trial for the nurder of
one Mani . Al'l three were convicted for an offence punishabl e
under Section 302/34 | PC on the basis of the evidence of PW
2, PW4 and PW5; PW2 being the solitary eye-wi tness. PW1,
the first informant and al so an eye-w tness did not support
the prosecution at the trial

An appeal was taken by the accused to the High Court.
The Hi gh Court observed that PW2 was not in a position to
identify A-2 and A-3 and there was no other evidence qua them
and all owed their appeal, but disnissed the appeal of the
present appellant, A-1.

We find fromthe judgnent of the trial court and the
Hi gh Court that as per the allegations, A-1, A-2 and A-3 had
dealt blows on the deceased Mani with bill hooks. This is

al so substantiated by the nedical evidence as it reveals that
2

very severe injuries which could have been caused with a
bi | | hook had caused the death of Mani. In any case, A-2 and
A- 3 have been acquitted.
The | earned counsel for the appellant has, however,
contended that as per the prosecution story, there appeared
to be aninpbsity between the parties was a result of the

sui ci de by Poomari, the sister of the appellant, who had an



affair with the deceased, but despite his promise to marry
her, he had betrayed her and marri ed sonmeone el se which had
driven her to suicide, but there was no evi dence to suggest
any such affair.

We have perused the evidence of PW4 and PW5, which
shows that such an affair had been on for sonetime and as the

deceased had broken his pronise, there was enmity between the

parties.
e, t hus, find no merit in t he appeal . Di sm ssed.
.................. J
[ HARJI T SI NGH BEDI ]
....................... J
[ CHANDRAMAULI KR. PRASAD]
New Del hi ;
January 20, 2011.
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Date: 20/01/2011 This Appeal was called on for hearing

t oday.

CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE HARJI T SI NGH BEDI
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE CHANDRAMAULI KR. PRASAD

For Appellant(s) Ms. S. Beno Benci gar, Adv.
M. M A Chi nnasany, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. S. Thananj ayan, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER



The appeal is dismssed, in terns of the signed
or der.
[V.K. TIWARI] [ VI NOD KULVI ]

P. A COURT MASTER
(Signed Order is placed on the file)



