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I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

CRI M NAL APPEAL NQ(s). 1442 OF 2009
NARAYANASAMY ... APPELLANT(S)
VERSUS
STATE OF TAM L NADU . . . RESPONDENT( S)
ORDER

This appeal is preferred against the judgnment and
order dated 5.02.2007 passed in Crimnal Appeal No.
768 of 2005 by the Hi gh Court of Judicature at Madras.
Briefly stated, the prosecution case is as follows.
The appellant was tried and convicted for the of fence
under Section 302 of the Indian Penal Code ("IPC' for
short) and sentenced to undergo inprisonnent for life
and to pay a fine of Rs. 1,000/- carrying a default
sentence. The charge agai nst the appellant was that he
committed t he nmur der of hi s father-in-law on
26.09. 2002 and the trial court as well as the High
Court found that the prosecution has proved the said
charge agai nst the accused. Challenging the judgnent
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is preferred.
We have heard | earned counsel appearing for the
2
appel | ant and | ear ned counsel appeari ng for t he

respondent-State of Tami| Nadu and al so perused the
mat eri al record.

The case is based on circunstanti al evidence and
the circunstances relied on were as follows. Firstly,
the accused was aggri eved over the separation of his

wi fe and staying in the house of her parents and it is



stated to be t he nmot i ve. Secondl vy, t he

decl aration nmade by the deceased to PPW 1 and P.W 3,

who are t he son of t he deceased
respectively. Thirdly, recovery of Material Objects 8

to 11 on the information furnished by the accused.

Fourthly, the extra-judicial confession nmade by the

accused to P. W 4, co- br ot her of t he
finally t he hom ci dal deat h. From
evidence, it is clear that the deceased died due to

t he ni ne cut injuries inflicted at
occurrence. The occurrence is said to have taken place

in t he agricul tural field of t he
prosecuti on witnesses have testified that the deceased

after taking his dinner was staying alone in the hut

in the agricultural |and and on hearing his cry they

rushed there. It is the specific testinony of PW 1

and P.W 3 that they enquired the deceased person and
3

he i nf ormed t hem t hat hi s son-in-1 aw,
accused cut himw th sickle. The said weapon al so came

to be recovered on the information furnished by the

accused. The Forensic Report al so reveal s

G oup bl ood was det ected on t he sai d
tallied with the bl ood group found on the clothes of

t he deceased. P. W 6, daught er of

an

th

th

dec

oral dyi ng

d vil |l ager

accused and

e medi ca

e tinme of

eased. The

namel y, t he

t he

categorically testified about t he grudge

accused agai nst her f at her. Accor di ng
i medi ately after the occurrence, on the sane night,
he happened to nmeet t he accused and
confessed to himabout the attack nade by himon the
deceased

In our view, the trial court as well as the High
Court have rightly appreci at ed t he
docunent ary evi dence and the conviction and sentence

i nposed on the accused appears to be proper

to

t he

t hat "A

weapon whi ch

deceased
of t he

P. W 4,

accused

oral and



In the result, there is no nmerit in this appeal and

the sane is disn ssed.

(C. NAGAPPAN)

NEW DELHI ,
NOVEMBER 27, 2014
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| TEM NO. 103 COURT NO. 9 SECTION I 1 A
SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A
RECORD COF PROCEEDI NGS
Crimnal Appeal No(s). 1442/ 2009
NARAYANASAMY Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
STATE OF T. NADU Respondent ( s)

Date : 27/11/2014 This appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE V. GOPALA GONDA
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE C. NAGAPPAN
For Appellant(s) M. Ranbir Singh Yadav, Adv.
M. Puran Ml Saini, Adv.
Ms. Anzu K. Varkey, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. M Yogesh Kanna, Adv.

UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

The appeal is dismssed in terns of the signed order.

(S. K. RAKHEJA) (MALA KUMARI SHARMA)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER
(Signed order is placed on the file)



