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STATE OF HARYANA APPELLANT( S)
VERSUS
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Date : 19/11/2015 This appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE RANJAN GOGO
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE N. V. RANMANA

For Appellant(s)
Nar esh Bakshi, Adv.[N P]

Vs

For Respondent (s) M. Vi vek Vishnoi, Adv.
M M R Shanshad, Adv.
M. Shashank Si ngh, Adv.
Ms. Parul Shukl a, Adv.

UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmade the follow ng

ORDER
Del ay condoned.
The  appeal is di sni ssed in terms of the s
i gned
order.
[ VI NOD LAKHI NA] [ ASHA SONI ]
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER

[ SIGNED ORDER | S PLACED ON THE FI LE]
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Reason:

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

CRI' M NAL APPEAL NO 140/ 2011

STATE OF HARYANA ... APPELLANT



VERSUS

SADI K . . . RESPONDENT
ORDER

1. None has appeared on behal f of the

appel | ant - State. Yet, we have

considered the matter on nerits.

2. Del ay condoned.
3. The appeal seeks to chall enge an
order of t he Hi gh Court by whi ch t he

conviction of the respondent accused under

section 304-B | PC and consequenti a
sentence of ten years has been set aside

and i nst ead t he r espondent accused has
been convi cted under Section 306 | PC and

sentenced for the period undergone (i.e. 5

years 11 nont hs approxi mately).

4. The view taken by the High Court
i ncl udi ng t he findi ngs recor ded with

regard to the absence of any denand for

dowry appears to be based on a
consi derati on of t he evi dence of P. W1-
Bal bir and P. W 2- Shant i (brother and
nmot her of the deceased). The deci si on of

the H gh Court that the present case woul d

cal | for i nvoki ng t he provi si ons of
Section 306 | PC is based on a decision
rendered in Nachhatar Singh and others Vs.

State of Punjab [2004 (4) RCR (Crimnal)

580] . In any event, t he accused

r espondent has not chal | enged his

conviction as ordered by the High Court.



5. On a consideration of the matter,
we hol d t hat t he Hi gh Court was
justified in passing the inpugned order

The materi al s/ evi dence on record has been

duly considered and the cul pability of the
accused correctly det er mi ned. There is,
therefore, no reason to interfere with the
order of the High Court. Accordingly, we

di smiss the appeal filed by the State of

Har yana
.................... , J.
(RANJAN GO0
.................... ,J.
(N. V. RAMANA)
NEW DELH

NOVEMBER 19, 2015

fully



