\ 210! I TEM NO. 37 COURT NO. 2 SECTION |1 A

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).3779/2005

(From the judgenent and order dated 07/07/2005 in CRLR No. 1075/ 2005 of The H GH COURT OF

PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDI GARH)

SUM TRA DEVI Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

STATE OF HARYANA Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for stay and inpleaded as R-2 and office report)

Date: 28/08/ 2006 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE K. G BALAKRI SHNAN

HON BLE MR JUSTICE D. K. JAIN

For Petitioner(s) M . Rutwi k Panda, Adv.

M. Raj Kumar CQupta, Adv.
M. Sheo Kumar Qupta, Adv.

For M. A N Bardiyar, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. Raj eev Gaur ’'Naseemni, Adv.

For M. T.V. George, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER



Leave granted.

Heard | earned counsel for the appellant and counsel for the S
tate.

The appeal is disposed of in terns of the signed order

(R K. DHAVWAN) ( VEERA VERMA

COURT MASTER COURT MASTER

(Signed order is enclosed herewth)

I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

CRI M NAL APPEAL NO 892 OF 2006

(Arising out of SLP(Crl) No.3779 of 2005)

SUM TRA DEV
APPELLANT.

VERSUS

STATE OF HARYANA
RESPONDENT.

ORDER

Leave granted.

Heard | earned counsel for the appellant and counsel for the State.

The appel |l ant herein was inplicated under Section 319 Cr.P.C. on th



basis of the evidence given by PW8, who was the conplainant and al so the father of

the deceased Vinod Devi. In the evidence PW8 has given sone vague statenent to the

ef f ect t hat t he pr esent appel | ant used to demand dowry from the d
eceased. In t he

cross-examnation, it is admtted that the appellant is the nmarried sister of the husba
nd

of the deceased and was aged about 40-45 years and was married about 20 years prior

to t he marri age of t he deceased and is resi di ng in a village at
a distance of 45 kms.

away and has three school going children. On this evidence alone, the |earned

.2/ -
2.
Magi strate was not justified in i nvol vi ng t he pr esent appel | ant und
er Section 319
Cr.P.C Accordi ngly, we set aside the orders of the |earned Magistrate

and he shal

proceed with the trial of the case agai nst other accused.

The appeal is disposed of accordingly.

(K. G BALAKRI SHNAN)

(D.K. JAN)
NEW DELHI :

AUGUST 28, 2006



