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Crl.A No. 435 COF 1998
| TEM No. 103 Court No.9 SECTI ON 11

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Crim nal Appeal No.435 of 1998

State of A P. Appel | ant .
VERSUS
N. Musal appagari Nagaseshai ah Respondent .

Date : 28/04/2004: This appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE K. G BALAKRI SHNAN
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. N. SRI KRI SHNA

For Appellant (s) M. Qntur Prabhakar, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. R K Reddy, Adv.
Ms.D. Bharathi Reddy, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng

ORDER
Heard | earned counsel for the parties for five
m nut es.
The appeal is dismssed in terns of the signed
order.

(R K. DHAWAN)  (VEERA VERMR)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER

(Signed order is placed on the file)

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

CRI' M NAL APPEAL NO 435 OF 1998

State of A P..... Appel | ant .
Ver sus

N. Musal appagari Nagaseshai ah.... Respondent.



ORDER

This is an appeal preferred by the State against the judgnent of the Division Bench of the Hig
h Court of Andhra Pradesh. The respondent was tried for the of fence of nurder alleging that he
caused the death of one Somasekhara at about 11.30 p.m on 29.3.1994. The respondent as well
as the deceased were resident of the sane village. On 29.3.94 at about 5 p.m there was snal
| quarrel between the appellant and the deceased when the panchayat was going on and it appear
s that deceased addressed the respondent as 'deaf man’. Thereupon the respondent got wild and
t hey exchanged bl ows and others intervened and pacified. The further case of the prosecutio
nis that at 11.30 p.m, the accused went to the house of the deceased and while the |later was
sl eeping cut his throat with a knife. The deceased on sustaining injuries went near his unc
I e who was sl eeping few yards away. He enbraced his uncle and fell down dead. Mther of the
deceased cane there. PW1 later
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went to the Hussai napuram Police Station and gave a report regarding the incident. The police
after investigation filed a chargesheet.

The Division Bench found that the evidence of the prosecution witnesses was not convincing.

n the FI statenment the nanes of the two witnesses who had all eged to have seen the accused run
ning away fromthe seen were not nmentioned. These two witnesses had al so not seen the actua

i ncident. Mreover, they are close relatives of the deceased and the Hi gh Court held that the
ir evidence is unacceptabl e and untrustworthy.

In this background, we do not think that this is a fit case this Court intervene against the a
cquittal passed by the H gh Court. The appeal is, therefore, dism ssed.

(B.N. SRI KR SHNA)

NEW DELHI ;
APRI L 28, 2004.



