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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).8917/2010

(From the judgenent and order dated 21/07/2010 in CRLA No. 530/2001
of The H GH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDI GARH)

SUKHDEV SI NGH & ANR Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

STATE OF PUNJAB Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for bail)
Date: 12/11/2010 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE MARKANDEY KATJU
HON BLE MRS. JUSTI CE GYAN SUDHA M SRA

For Petitioner(s) M. D.P.Singh, Adv.
Ms. Avneet Toor, Adv.for
M. Sanjay Jain, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER
The petitioner in this case was convi cted under
Section 302, IPC for conmitting nmurder of his wife Daljit
Kaur and sentenced to life inprisonment. On appeal that
sentence has been upheld by the Punjab & Haryana Hi gh Court
by the inmpugned order dated 21st July, 2010. Now, this

speci al |eave petition has been filed under Article 136 of
the Constitution of India challenging the aforesaid decision
dated 21st July, 2010

In our opinion, this is a clear case of brutal and

barbaric murder of Daljit Kaur. According to the evidence
of the doctor, Dr. Ranjit Singh, PW, the deceased Daljit

Kaur was first strangul ated and thereafter burnt. The
-2-
doctor’s report shows that sonme of the bones of her neck
have been fractured and there is bl eeding on the neck. In
our prima facie opinion, these could clearly not be self-
inflicted injuries. Al so, there are burns all over the

body.



The depositions of the wi tnesses show that it was
the petitioner, the husband of Daljit Kaur, who was present
in the house when she died. There is evidence that Daljit
Kaur was being ill-treated by her husband and was often
beaten by him
We have recently held in Crininal Appeal No. 1168 of
2005 deci ded on 28th COctober, 2010, titled Satya Narayan
Tiwari @Jolly & Another vs. State of U P. that crines
agai nst wonmen are not ordinary crines comitted in a fit of
anger or for property. They are soci al crimes. They
di srupt the entire social fabric. Hence, they call for
harsh puni shnent.
In our opinion, crimes of the nature which has been
committed in the present case outrage the nodern conscience,
and they belong to the rarest of rare category deserving
death sentence
I ssue notice to the petitioner as to why his life
sentence be not enhanced to death sentence. Petitioner
shall also be at liberty to argue the case on nerits.

(Parveen Kr. Chaw a) (I'ndu Satija)
Court Master Court Master



