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COURT No. 6
SECTION II1-A

SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

CRI' M NAL APPEAL NO. 173/1999
Sat pal

Appel I ant (s)

Ver sus
State of Haryana

Respondent ( s)
( Wth appln. for inpleading party and with office report )

DATE : 17/08/ 2004 Thi s/ These matter/ matters was/ were
called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. N. AGRAWAL HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE H. K. SEMA

For Appellant(s)M. Mhabir Singh, Adv.
M. Rakesh Dahiya, Adv.

Ms. Madhusmita Bora, Adv.

M. CGagandeep Sharnma, Adv.

M. N khil Jain, Adv.

For Respondent(s) M. D.P. Singh, Adv.
M. Vinay Kumar Garg, Adv.
Ms. Manu Sharnma, Adv.

M. A P. Jain, Adv.
forM. K. R Nagaraja, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
Application for inpleadnent is allowed.

Appeal is allowed in part, conviction and sentence awarded agai nst the appell ant under Sect
ion 302 of the IPC are set aside and he is convicted under section 304 A of the IPC and the s
entence for the period al ready undergone agai nst the appellant is awarded. The appellant who
is on bail is discharged fromthe liability of bail bonds.

[ Charanjeet Kaur ]
Court Master

[ On Prakash ]
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 NO 173 OF 1999
Sat pal
. Appel I ant (s)

Ver sus



State of Haryana
.hespondent(s)
ORDER
Heard the parti es.
Application for inpleadnent is allowed.

The sol e appell ant was convicted by trial Court under Section 302 of the Indian Penal Code ( f
or short" the IPC') and sentenced to undergo inprisonnent for life and to pay fine of Rs. 10,0
00/-, in default, to undergo further inprisonnent for a period of six nonths. On appeal being
preferred, the H gh Court confirmed the conviction. Hence this appeal by special |eave.
We have been taken through first information report as well as evidence fromwhich it appears
that according to the prosecution case as well as evidence, no case under Section 302 of the
IPCis made out, but at the highest, a case under Section 304 A of the IPCis disclosed. Fro
mthe facts proved, it cannot be said that accused had either intended to cause death of the v
ictimor had know edge that he was likely to cause death by such act. The evidence to prove a
case of culpable homcide or nurder is conpletely |lacking. Merely
.2/ -

2
because the victi mwas dashed by the vehicle which was being driven by the appellant, fromtha
t alone, neither a case of nurder nor that of cul pable homicide can be inferred. W are of th
e viewthat the facts alleged and proved show t hat act of the accused was a rash one, as a res
ult of which the victimwas dashed causing his death thereby. In our opinion, the prosecution
has succeeded in proving its case beyond reasonabl e doubts but the accused can be said to have
conmitted an of fence under Section 304 A of the IPC and the High Court was not justified in u
phol di ng conviction of the appellant under Section 302 of the IPC

For the foregoing reasons, appeal is allowed in part,

conviction and sentence awarded agai nst the appellant under Section 302 of the IPC are set as
i de and he is convicted under section 304 A of the I PC, under which nmaxi num sentence which cou
Id be awarded is two years and since according to | earned counsel, the appellant has renmai ned

in custody for a period of 20 nonths, we are of the view, the ends of justice would be nmet in

case the sentence of inprisonment, already undergone is inposed against him Thus, we award t
he sentence for the period al ready undergone agai nst the appellant. The appellant who is on b
ail is discharged fromthe liability of bail bonds

........................ J[ B.N. AGRAVAL ]

........................ J [ HK SEMA ]

NEW DELHI ,
AUGUST 18, 2004.



