¢I TEM NO. 103 COURT NO. 6 SECTION |1 A

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

CRI M NAL APPEAL NO(s). 648 OF 2006

NI RVAL SAHNI & ANR Appel | ant (s)

VERSUS

STATE OF HARYANA Respondent ( s)

(Wth office report)

Dat e: 09/08/ 2010 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE MARKANDEY KATJU
HON BLE MR JUSTICE T.S. THAKUR

For Appell ant(s) Shyaml a Pappu, Sr. Adv.

3: Pahl ad Si ngh Shar ma, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. Kamal Mhan Gupta, Adv. (Not present)
M. Al ok Gupta , Adv(Not present)
UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

The Appeal is allowed in ternms of the signed order

The Application for inpleadnent is dismssed as not

pressed.
(Parveen Kr. Chaw a) (I'ndu Satija)
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. 648 OF 2006
Ni rmal Sahni & Anot her .. Appel l ants
ver sus
State of Haryana .. Respondent
ORDER

Heard | earned counsel for the appellants.
No one is present on behalf of the State.

Thi s Appeal has been filed agai nst t he

i mpugned



j udgnent and order dated 21st Septenber, 2005 passed by the
H gh Court of Punjab & Haryana at Chandigarh in Crimna
Appeal No. 229 of 1992

The Trial Court convi cted t he appel I ants under
Sections 304-B and 498A, | PC and sentenced themto undergo
rigorous i mpri sonnent for seven years and t wo years
respectively al ong with fine of Rs. 10, 000/ - each, in
default of paynent of fine, further rigorous inprisonnent
for one year.

The Appel | ant' s chal | enged their convi ction and
sentence before the High Court which has been di sm ssed by
the i mpugned order. Hence, this appeal

We have carefully gone through the inpugned judgnent
as also the judgnment of the trial Court. The deceased has

given a dying declaration that her death was due to an
acci dent. Hence, we are of the opinion that benefit of

-2-
doubt shoul d be gi ven to t he accused. W order
accordi ngly.
Accordingly, this appeal is allowed and the inpugned
j udgnent of t he Hi gh Court as wel | as trial Court
convicting the accused are set aside.

By order dated 12th May, 2006, the appellant No.1 was

rel eased on bail. Her bail bonds shall stand di scharged
Appel | ant No. 2, whose bai | appl i cations wer e
di smi ssed by this Court on 26t h Cct ober, 2007 and 14th

Novenber, 2008, be released forthwith, if not required any

ot her case.

NEW DELHI ; J.
AUGUST 09, 2010 [T.S. THAKUR]



