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Reason:
2. We have heard | earned counsel for the parties.
2
3. The prosecution is traceable to an oral information | odged by

Snt. Shivamm, the nei ghbour of the deceased Gangal akshmamma

(for short ‘Ganga’), to the effect that on her return to her house at
about 5.30 p.m on 08.09.1993, she found Ganga hangi ng by the

neck by a rope fromthe roof. She also nentioned that a folding

chair was found on the cot. According to the informant on this
sight, she | ost her consciousness and when she regai ned the sane,

she found that the body of Ganga had been neanwhil e renoved



fromthe hook of the roof and had been laid in the house. She
however, expressed ignorance about the person or the agency,

who/ whi ch had brought down the body.

4. On receipt of this information, the Hebbal Police Station
Bangal ore City, registered the sane as UDR No. 34/ 1993 under

Section 174 Cr.P.C. Autopsy on the dead body was conducted on
09.09.1993 at M S. Ranmi ah Medi cal Col | ege, Bangal ore, which
confirnmed that the death was due to asphyxia as a result of

hangi ng. The post nortemreport also disclosed a ligature mark on
the front, sides and back of neck of the deceased. The ligature
material was identified to be a Igght green nyl on rope neasuring 286
cns in length and 4 cns in dianeter. Dr. J. Kiran, who perforned

the post nortem exani nation, nentioned in the report that the rope
did fit into the ligature mark and was capabl e of bearing the weight

of the body.

5. Be that as it may, on 10.09.1993 sShri Siddagangai ah, the

mat ernal uncl e of the deceased, |odged a conplaint about the death
of her niece Ganga on 08.09.1993 with the sanme Police Station

The information reveal ed that the deceased had been given in
marriage to the appellant on 20.06.1991 and that on that occasion
gol d ornanents and cash of Rs.20, 000/- had been given by way of
dowy. It was alleged that for about six nonths after the nmarriage,
the couple lived happily and thereafter the husband of the deceased
(the appel l ant herein) developed sone illicit relationship with
anot her girl of Nayak comunity and as a consequence, started to
despi se the deceased and often assaulted her in an inebriated
condition besides intimdating and harassi ng her by demandi ng

Rs. 50, 000/- as dowy. It was nentioned as well that about two
nmonths prior to the demise of the deceased, she had cone to the
village of the informant and had stayei there for a month for being
unabl e to bear the harassnment neted out to her by her husband.

The informant asserted that during that tine, the deceased had



di sclosed to himand his w fe about the persistent demand of the
appel I ant - husband for Rs.50,000/- by way of dowry. The
i nformant mentioned as well about an incident of about the same

time, i.e. two nont hs before t he i nci dent, when t he
appel I ant - husband had visited their house at Dasanapura village in

the midnight in an intoxicated state, holding a knife in hand.

According to the informant, the appellant threatened to kill her
(deceased) and the famly nmenbers if the deceased was not able to
arrange for Rs.50,000/-. The informant nmentioned as well of

anot her incident thereafter, when the deceased had conme to their

house stating that her husband had tried to nurder her and al so

showed to themthe marks of assault on her body. The infornant

stated too that the deceased had disclosed to themthat unless

Rs. 50, 000/ - as denmanded by her husband was paid, he would kil

her. According to the informant, he thereafter did visit the house of

t he appel | ant wher eupon t he deceased had r epeat ed her
apprehension that if the anount of Rs.50,000/- was not paid, she

woul d be continuously harassed ang i ntim dated. The i nf or mant
al so nentioned that on 09.09.1993 at about 5.00 p.m, one of his

rel atives, Seenappa, having conveyed to them the news of the death

of his niece (Ganga) by hanging, he with his parents went to the

house of the deceased at about 12.30 p.m and saw the dead body

lying there. Contending that all of themhad noticed a ligature

mar k around the neck of the deceased and that she had died in

suspi cious circunstances relatable to the constant demand for

dowy and the harassnment and ill-treatnent unleashed on her

suitabl e | egal action was sought for. The police on this information

regi stered CR No.318/93 under Section 304(B), |IPC

6. I nvestigation followed and after conpletion thereof, charge
sheet was filed against the appellant under Sections 304B and

498A, IPC as well as 3, 4 and 6 of the Act. The appellant, on being
confronted with the charge, denied the same for which he was nmade

to stand trial. The prosecution exani ned several w tnesses,



including Dr. J. Kiran who had performnmed the post nortem

exam nation, as PW1, the informant Si ddagangappa as PW2,

CGovi ndai ah, grandfather of the deceased as PW3, Govi ndappa,
nephew of PW3, as PW4, Y’eshodhaé ni ece of the deceased as

PW 10, as well as the Investigating Oficer. Anongst ot hers, the
post mortemreport (Ext. P-1) and the information/conpl aint
referred to herei nabove were proved at the trial. The appel | ant
abi ded by his denial in course of his exam nation under Section

313, Cr.P.C., but did not adduce any evidence in defence.

7. The learned trial court, on an appraisal of the evidence on
record, disbelieved the case of the prosecution and consequently
recorded the finding of acquittal of the appellant qua all the
charges. It was of the view that the contradictions in the testinony
of PW-3, 4 and 10 did render the prosecution case wholly
untrustworthy. It rejected the case of the prosecution also on the
ground that the allegations for demand of dowy had been | evelled
only after the incident and not prior thereto. That the prosecution
had failed to adduce any evidence pertaining to the accusation that
the appellant had developed illicit relationship with another girl,

was al so noted in support of his exoneration fromthe charges.

8. In the appeal against such acquittal preferred by the State of
Karnataka, to reiterate, the Hi gh Court of Karnataka has returned a
finding of guilt against the appelgant, thus, convicting hi munder
Sections 498A and 304B of the IPC as well as under Sections 3, 4

and 6 of the Act. By the decision assailed, the appellant has been
awar ded sentence of inprisonnment: (a) for seven years with a fine

of Rs.5,000/- for the offence under Section 304B, IPC,; (b) three
years with a fine of Rs.5,000/- for the offence under Section 498A,
IPC,; (c) five years and a fine of Rs.25,000/- for the offence under
Section 3 of the Act; and (d) six months with a fine of Rs.1,000/- for

the of fence under Section 4 of the Act. Provision to undergo further



i mprisonment in case of default in payment of fine was al so nade.
Al'l the sentences, however, were ordered to run concurrently. Relief
by way of set-off against the sentence awarded for the period of
custody suffered by himat the time of trial was, however, extended

to the appellant.

9. It has been assiduously urged by the | earned counsel for the
appel l ant that the order of acquittal having been recorded by the

| earned trial court on an appropriate evaluation of the evidence on
record, the High Court had fallen in gross error in reversing the

sane. According to the | earned counsel, though death was as a

result of suicide conmitted by the degeased and that too after little
over two years of marriage, as the other essential ingredients of the

of fences with which the appellant had been charged were not

proved, the learned trial court had rightly acquitted him Referring

to the testinmny of PW-2, 3, 4 and 10, in particular, the |earned
counsel insisted that in the face of the contradictions on materi al

terms, t he prosecution version had been rendered wholly
untrustworthy and that the High Court had erred in | aw and on

facts in reversing the acquittal of the appellant. The | ear ned
counsel has argued that in the absence of any reliable and

convi nci ng evi dence pert ai ni ng to demand for dowry and
harassnment or cruelty neted out to the deceased, the view

entertained by the High Court to the contrary is patently erroneous

and if the inpugned judgnent and order is allowed to stand it wll

result in travesty of justice. Wthout prejudice to the above, |earned
counsel has maintained that the view expressed by the | earned tri al

court, in the conspectus of the evidence on record, being assuredly

a plausible one, it is not a case of reversal of acquittal as has been
deci sively enunciated by a plethora of judicial pronouncenents and,

thus, on this count as well the inpugned judgnent and order is

liable to be interfered wth.

10. In reply, learned counsel for the State while endorsing the



sustainability of the inmpugned decision has enphatically argued
that the prosecution had anply established the charges against the
appel lant. Dism ssing the minor inconsistencies in the testinony of
PWs-2, 3, 4 and 10 to be wholly inconsequential, the |earned
counsel has asserted that the view entertained by the | earned trial
court was not a possible one and, thus, was rightly overturned in
appeal in the interest of justice. According to the |earned counse
for the State, the evidence on record unm stakably established all
the ingredients of the offences with which the appellant had been
charged rendering the conclusion of guilt arrived at by the High
Court to be the yield of the only view possible. Adverting to the
facts bearing on the persistent demand for dowy, harassnment and
ill-treatment qua the deceased as authenticated by the testinony of
the prosecution wi tnesses, |earned counsel has insisted that the
appel l ant had been rightly convicted on the charges |evel ed agai nst
him It being not a case where the view entertained by the | earned
trial court was one of the two permitted by the materials on record,
the plea against interference therewith based on the precedentia
dicta outlining the paraneters oflécrutiny in an appeal agai nst
acquittal, is wholly msplaced and, thus, untenable, she urged.
Rel i ance, to reinforce the above subm ssions, was placed on the

decision of this Court in Rajinder Singh v. State of Punjab [2015(3)

SCALE 174].
11. The materials on record as laid before this Court and the riva
assertions have been duly anal ysed. Fol | owi ng the sequence of

events as stand adnmitted, there is no roomfor doubt that the
unfortunate incident in which death had visited, Ganga, was barely
over two years of her marriage with the appellant. That the death
had been ot herwi se than under normal circunmstances is al so

i ndubi t abl e.

12. In the instant appeal, it is not incunbent though for this
Court to re-scrutinize the evidence, the present being a case of

reversal of acquittal, we have construed it to be expedient to



undertake that exercise albeit to the extent essential. This is nore
so having regard to the inalienable ingredients of the offences with
whi ch the appellant had been charged and eventual ly convicted by
the Hi gh Court.
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13. The testinony of PW-2, 3, 4 and 10 in particular having a
vital bearing on the accusations constituting the offences woul d,
t her ef or e, be revisited. The narration on oath by PW 2,
Si ddagangappa, is in substantial reiteration of his version in the
compl aint pertaining to the facts relatable to marriage, dowy
demand of the appellant, harassnent, assault and intimdation to
t he deceased by him and eventual conmi ssion of suicide by her
The witness had introduced hinself to be the uncle of the appellant,
the latter being the son of his cousin brother. He is the materna
uncl e too of the deceased. He clainmed to have reared the deceased
after she had | ost her nother. According to this witness, the
appel l ant about 3 or 4 nonths prior to the narriage had demanded
Rs. 40,000/ - in cash and also jewelleries by way of dowy, to which
he had agreed to give Rs.25,000/- in cash acconpani ed by
jewel l eries. The witness deposed that about twenty days before the
cel ebration of the marriage, he gave cash of Rs.25,000/- to the
appellant. He testified that after six nonths of the marriage, the
appel l ant started assaulting the deceased, coercing her to bring
Rs. 50, 000/ - from him (w tness) to purchase cows for his dairy. The
Wi tness stated that the appellantlghereafter repeated this conduct
for about 10/12 tinmes and al so sent the deceased to fetch this
anount from him The wi tness has expressly stated on oath that
these facts have been revealed to himby the deceased. The wi tness
stated that this harassnent and assaults did continue thereafter for
about 1 to 1-1/2 years till Ganga had committed suicide, the
situation having becone intolerable for her. The witness al so
deposed to have acconpanied his parents to the matrinoni al house

of the deceased after receiving the informati on of her death. That



he al so on the sane date | odged a conplaint with the Hebbal Police

Station was stated by him

14. In cross-exam nation, the witness deposed to have sold away
their land for a sum of Rs.80,000/- out of which Rs.40,000/- had
been spent for naking gold ornanments. That in order to neet the
expenses of marriage the famly had sold away standing trees for
about Rs.15,000/-, was stated as well. He, however, indicated that
t he deceased though had di sconti nued her studies at an early age
and was a little sensitive by nature, had acquaintantes in the
nei gbour hood. That she was a little upset for being unable to bear a
child was al so stated by this witness.
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15. PW 3, CGovindaiah, is by relation a distant - cousin of the
accused. He too is the grandfather of the deceased. He reiterated
on oath that the appellant before the narriage had been denanded
Rs. 40, 000/ - by way of dowy and that against the same, a sum of
Rs. 25,000/ - was paid. The witness stated further that in addition
thereto, jewelleries had been given at the marriage. According to
this witness, before the expiry of about one year fromthe date of
marri age, the deceased had visited his house and had told himthat
she was bei ng harassed by her husband, who was denmandi ng from
her an additional anount of Rs.50,000/- by way of dowy for
devel opi ng his dairy business. The witness, in reply, expressed his
financial incapability. He, however, stated that during the stay of
the deceased with himfor a period of about one week, the appell ant
had cone to the house and had created a pandenoni um under the
i nfluence of liquor and had threatened to assault himand the
deceased, reiterating his demand for Rs.50,000/-. This happened,
according to the witness, also in the presence of Gangappa,
Govi ndappa and Seenappa. This witness further stated that eight
days after the said incident, the appellant cane to his house and
took the deceased with himwhereafter within one week Ganga

14

committed suicide. This witness deposed to have seen the dead



body of the deceased in the house of the appellant. He affirmed
that PW2 had | odged a conmplaint in connection with the incident.

He opined as well that Ganga had conmitted suicide because of the

i ntol erable harassnent and ill-treatnent neted out to her by the
appellant for failing to neet his illegal demand of additional dowy.
16. PW 4, Govindappa, is the nephew of PW3 Govi ndai ah. Hi s

evidence-in-chief is linmted to the extent of his visit to the

mat ri noni al honme of the deceased after receiving the information of

her deat h. Thi s W t ness was decl ared hostil e and was
cross-exam ned in course of which he generally denied the

statements made by himduring the investigation incul pating the

appel | ant.

17. PW 10, Yeshodha, is the aunt of the deceased, besides being
the wi fe of Siddagangappa (PW2). She reaffirned the testinony of
PW-2 and 3 about the demand of a sum of Rs.40,000/- by the
appel l ant and his parents as dowy before the marriage, together
with jewellery. She stated as well that as finally settled, an anount
of Rs.25,000/- by cash and jemelligies handed over to the appellant
and his father about a week prior to the marriage. This witness
stated that after four nonths after the marriage when Ganga
visited her house, she had reveal ed that she was being subjected to
harassnment and assaults by the appellant in connection with

demand for an additional anount of Rs.50,000/- in cash for the

i mprovenent of his dairy business. This w tness deposed as well

that about 7-8 nonths thereafter Ganga had visited them again and
had reiterated her conplaint of harassnent, abuse and assault by

the appellant for the sane reason. According to this witness, on the
same day the appellant visited their house late in the night and had
taken Ganga fromthere. She stated that about two months prior to
the incident, Ganga had again cone to their house and had

confided in her that the sane cruel treatnent had been conti nuing.
This witness deposed that a little nore than a nonth thereafter, the

appel l ant cane to their house and created a furore in connection



with his demand for Rs.50,000/- and al so threatened to kil
Govi ndai ah (PW3) if the ambunt was not paid. This witness stated

that this happened also in the presence of Gangappa (PW3),

Govi ndappa (PW4) and one Srinivas. According to this wtness,
Ganga nmet an unnatural death about a nonth thereafter. She
16

stated as well that on their visit to the matrinonial house of the

deceased they saw a ligature mark around her neck

18. As adverted to hereinabove, the medical opinion in clear
terns evinced that the deceased had died due to asphyxia as a
result of hanging. The ligature marks were al so seen on the front,

si des and back of neck of the deceased.

19. The material wi tnesses whose testinony has been synopsized
above, i.e. PW-2, 3, 4 and 10, in our estinate, do prove beyond
reasonabl e doubt that the deceased had been subjected to

conti nuous harassment, assaults and intinmidation froma few

mont hs after the marriage, so nuch so that being unable to bear

t he unbearable cruelty, she did take the extrenme step of eliminating
herself to seek alleviation fromsuch physical and nental torture.
PWs-2, 3 and 10, in particular, are the relations of both sides and,
therefore, in the absence of any overwhel nming material on records

to the contrary, there is no reason whatsoever to disbelieve their
ver si ons enconpassi ng the progression of events from before the
marriage till the unfortunate end of the deceased. Noticeably, the
demand for dowy originated fron1?$fore the marri age and agai nst

a ‘claim of Rs.40,000/- and jewelleries, the fanmily of the deceased
coul d garner Rs.25,000/- by way of cash. Jewelleries to the extent
possi bl e were also given. This denand for dowy having its roots
frombefore the nmarriage, as the incidents thereafter as narrated by
PW-2, 3 and 10, as being disclosed to them by the deceased and

al so being witnesses to sone of those denonstrate, assuned

virulent proportions culmnating in the pathetic death of the

deceased. The gravamen of the testinmony of PW-2, 3 and 10



bearing on the essentia

facts constituting the ingredients of the

of fences with which the appellant had been charged has renmi ned

unshaken in their cross-exani nati on. M nor and

stray

i nconsistencies in their narration, in our opinion, does not destroy

the substratum of their version which otherwi se do wholly furnish

the required materials to constitute the pre-requisites for the

of fences under Sections 304B, 498A and Sections 3 and 4 of the

Act .

having regard to the ganut of the evidence adduced by the

The view adopted by the learned trial court, in our opinion

prosecution, is not a possible one. On the other hand, we are of the

vi ew that the conclusion reached by the |earned trial

court

is the

only possible deduction in the attendant facts and circunstances.

20.

18

Sections 304B and 498A of the | PC are set out hereunder at

this juncture for ready reference:-

"304B. Dowy death.--(1) Were the death of a
wonman is caused by any burns or bodily injury or
occurs otherw se than under normal circunstances
within seven years of her marriage and it is shown
that soon before her death she was subjected to
cruelty or harassnent by her husband or any

rel ative of her husband for, or in connection wth,
any demand for dowy, such death shall be called
"dowy death", and such husband or relative shal

be deemed to have caused her deat h.

Expl anation. --For the purpose of this sub-section,
"dowy" shall have the sane meaning as in section
2 of the Dowy Prohibition Act, 1961 (28 of 1961).

(2) Whoever comits dowy death shall be

puni shed with inprisonment for a termwhich shal
not be | ess than seven years but which may extend
to inprisonnent for life.

498A. Husband or relative of husband of a

worman subj ecting her to cruelty.--Woever

bei ng the husband or the relative of the husband of
a woman, subjects such wonman to cruelty shall be
puni shed with inprisonnent for a termwhich may
extend to three years and shall also be liable to
fine.

Expl anati on. --For the purpose of this section,
"cruelty" means--
19

(a) any wilful conduct which is of such a nature as



is likely to drive the woman to conmit suicide or to

cause grave injury or danger to life, linb or health

(whet her nmental or physical) of the woman; or

(b) harassnent of the woman where such

harassment is with a view to coercing her or any

person related to her to neet any unl awful dermand

for any property or valuable security or is on

account of failure by her or any person related to

her to neet such denmand."
21. Wher eas under Section 304B defining ‘dowy death’, there
will be a statutory presunption against the husband for having
caused the death of a worman resulting fromburns or bodily
injury or occurring otherw se than under normal circunstances
wi thin seven years of her marriage acconpani ed by the proof that
soon before her death she had been subjected to cruelty or
harassnment by himor any of his relatives for, or in connection
wi th, any demand for dowy, Section 498A  provides for
puni shnent to the husband or his relative, if the woman has
been subjected to cruelty. As per the Explanation attached to
Section 498A, IPC, ‘cruelty’ has been defined to nean any wl | ful
conduct which is of such a nature as is likely to drive a wonan to

20

commit suicide or to cause grave injury or danger to life, linb or
heal th (whether nental or physical) to her or harassnment of the

worman with a view to coercing her or any person related to her to

meet such denmand

22. ‘Dowy’ as used in Section 304B, | PC, has been assigned the
meani ng as, according to it, in Section 2 of the Dowy Prohibition
Act, 1961. Section 2 of the Act defining ‘dowy’ is quoted
her ei nbel ow: -

"2 Definition of ‘“dowry’. --1In this Act, "dowy"
means any property or val uable security given or
agreed to be given either directly or indirectly--

(a) by one party to a narriage to the other party to the
marri age; or

(b) by the parent of either party to a marriage or by any
other person, to either party to the marriage or to any
ot her person,

at or before 1 [or any tinme after the nmarriage in
connection with the marriage of the said parties,
but does not include dower or mahr in the case of
persons to whomthe Mislim Personal Law



(Shariat) applies.
4[***]
21

Expl anation I1.--The expression "val uabl e security"
has the sane neaning as in section 30 of the
I ndi an Penal Code (45 of 1860)."
23. As is evident fromthe definition so provided, ‘dowy’ shorn

of all details, in the plainest form signifies any property or

val uabl e security having an inextricable nexus with the marri age.

24. Section 3 of the Act prescribes penalty for any person who
gi ves or takes or abets the giving or taking of dowy after the
enf orcenent thereof. This section excludes its application
vis-‘-vis the presents given at the time of marriage to the
bride/ bri degroom wi t hout any demand havi ng been made in that
regard and if such presents are entered in a list maintained in
accordance with the rules franmed under the Act. The penalty for
demand, directly or indirectly, of any dowy fromthe parents or
other relatives or guardi an of a bride/bridegroom has been
enj oi ned by Section 4 of the Act.

25. A conbi ned readi ng of the above provisions attests the
salutary | egislative intendnent of not only discouragi ng any
demand for dowy either directlyzgr indirectly but also penalizing
any such act. The obvious concern of the legislature on this
growi ng soci al nenace based on demand for dowy, and the
resultant macabre fall outs eventuated in the incorporation of
Sections 498A and 304B by successive anendnents of the |ndian
Penal Code by Act of 46 of 1983 and Act 43 of 1986 respectively.
Not only Section 304B enjoins a statutory presunption of the
guilt of the husband on the proof of the eventualities as
nmentioned therein, Section 113B of the Indian Evidence Act,

1872 fortifies such presunption in the probative perspectives.
Section 304B, IPC, and Section 113B of the Indian Evidence Act,
1872, do suppl enent each other to effectuate the |egislative

mandat e of statutory presunption of guilt, the contingencies



war rant ed bei ng present.

26. Section 113A of the Indian Evidence Act, 1872 pernmits a
court to presune that the husband of a woman or any of his
relative had abetted her to commit suicide if it is shown that she
had resorted to the such act within a period of seven years from
the date of her nmarriage and that her husband or such relative of

hi s had subjected her to cruelty.
23

27. This Court, anongst others, in Rajinder Singh (supra) after
an exhaustive survey of the judicial pronouncenents on the
purport of the expression ‘dowy’ as noticed herei nabove, has
enunci ated that any noney or property or valuable security
demanded by any of the persons nentioned in Section 2 of the

Act, at or before or at any time after the marriage which is
reasonably connected to the death of a married woman, woul d
necessarily be in connection with or inrelation to the marriage
unl ess the facts of a given case clearly and unequi vocally point
otherw se, thus defining the content of the word for its

appl i cation.

28. Having regard to avowed objective of the Act along with the
pur pose of incorporation of Section 498A and 304B, |PC, al ong
with Sections 113A and 113B of the Indian Evidence Act, 1872

we are in respectful agreement with the view so expressed.

29. Qua the words ‘soon before’ appearing in Section 113B of

the I ndian Evidence Act, 1872 and Section 304B of the IPC it is
no longer res integra that the san§4is | aden with the notion of
proximty test, but not synonynous with the term‘imrediately
before’. It has been inter alia stated also in Surinder Singh v.
State of Haryana [(2014) 4 SCC 129] that though the applicability
of this expression would obviously depend on the facts and

ci rcunst ances of each case, it ought to nean that the tine



i nterval cannot be stretched to any period. This Court in Kans
Raj v. State of Punjab [(2000) 5 SCC 207], while dwelling upon the
i mport of the words ‘soon before death’ observed that there ought
to be a proximate and live |link between the inpact of cruelty
based on dowy demand and the consequential death. That these

wor ds, however, should receive a fair and pragnmatic construction
keeping in nmnd the great social evil that has led to the

enact ment of Section 304B was highlighted by this Court in Sher
Singh v. State of Haryana [(2015 (1) SCALE 250]. In Dinesh v.
State of Haryana [2014 (5) SCALE 641], it was underscored that
the expression ‘soon before’ cannot be |lodged in a straitjacket

formula so as to fix any tine for its relevance and applicability.

30. On a cunul ative consideration of the relevant aspects,
factual and | egal, as addressed to herei nabove, we are, thus, of
25
t he unhesitant opinion that the prosecution had been able to
prove the cul pability of the appellant vis-a-vis the charges beyond
any reasonabl e doubt.
31. To reiterate, the progression of events frombefore the
marriage till the unnatural death of the hapl ess deceased, not
only provides an inseverable link inter se but al so unanbi guously
demonstrates the buildup of the intol erable nmental and physica
torture on her, driving her to take refuge of such a drastic step
The evi dence of the prosecution witnesses in this regard is
evidently coherent, consistent and conpact. The materials on
record though indicate that the deceased had | ost her nother at a
young age and was denied the |ove and affection of her father
who married for the second tine and was also a little sensitive
and sel f-centered, there is nothing supervening to suggest that
she did suffer fromany nmental inbal ance or eccentricity so as to
probabilise any act of self-elinination w thout any conpelling
reason. On the other hand, the evidence on record denonstrates
in enphatic terns that she had been conpl ai ni ng of the

appel lant’ s persistent and hurtful demand for dowy by way of an
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addi tional amount of Rs.50,000/- and her pitiable condition,
bei ng subjected to continuous and ruthl ess harassnent and

ill-treatment resulting in severe physical and nmental torture.

32. In view of the above, we hereby affirmthe conviction and
sentence as recorded by the H gh Court in toto. In the result,
the appeal fails and is dism ssed. The appellant’s bail bond

stands di scharged and he is hereby ordered to surrender before
the learned trial court to serve out the sentence awarded. All

follow up steps be taken forthwth.

......................... J.
(Anmi tava Roy)
New Del hi ,
Dated: April 17, 2015
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We affirmthe conviction and sentence as recorded
by the H gh Court in toto. In the result, the appeal fails



and is di smi ssed. The appel lant’s bai | bond st ands
di scharged and he is hereby ordered to surrender before the

|l earned trial court to serve out the sentence awarded. Al
follow up steps be taken forthwith.

[ NDU POKHRI YAL] [ SUKHBI R PAUL KAUR]
COURT MASTER A R -CUMP. S,

(Signed reportabl e judgnent is placed on the file)



