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I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

CRI' M NAL APPEAL NO 304 of 2011

VERSUS

Appel I ant ('s)

Respondent ( s)

ORDER

We have heard | earned counsel for the parties

and have gone through the records of the case.

W find t hat no case has been made out

proceedi ng agai nst the appel |l ant under Section 420 of
the Indian Penal Code (IPC) read with 120B of the | PC
The case of the respondent / conplai nant was that he
had purchased a 29" TV froma distributor / deal er but
when he went home, he found that the TV screen was not
29" but 27".

Accordi ng to t he appel | ant, t he si ze

Cat hode Ray Tube in the TV is of inportance and that

was 29". The screen size taken diagonally nmay be | ess
than 29" because of the border around the TV screen

It is submtted that Cathode Ray Tube Tel evisions are

no | onger nmanufactured by the appellant.

In our opi ni on t he facts t hat have

mentioned in the conplaint do not nake out a basis for

proceedi ng agai nst the appel |l ant under Section 420 of

the IPC read with 120B of the | PC

Accordingly, we quash the conpl ai nt made agai nst

t he appel I ant.

We have seen t he | at est br ochur es t hat are

of

bee



produced by the appellant but find that there is no

cl ear nmention about the size of the TV screen

appel I ant should now clearly nmention the actual size of

the screen whi ch is visible to a consurmer in
brochures t hat are distributed by t hem Thi s
equally apply to all the nanufacturers of TV sets.

The crininal appeal is allowed.

....................... J.
[ Madan B. Lokur]

....................... J.
[R K. Agrawal]
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2
| TEM NO. 101 COURT NO. 9 SECTION | | A
SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Crim nal Appeal No('s) . 304/ 2011
SAMSUNG | NDI A ELECTRONI CS P. LTD. Appel | ant ('s)
VERSUS
STATE OF M P. & ORS. Respondent ( s)
(Wth office report)
Date : 05/08/2015 This appeal was called on for hearing today.
CORAM : HON BLE MR JUSTI CE MADAN B. LOKUR

For Appellant(s)

For Respondent (s)

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE R K. AGRAVAL

Gopal Jain, Sr. Adv.
Meenakshi M dha, Adv.

Chi nmayee Chandra, Adv.
Jyoti Nagpal, Adv.

Neeraj Singh, Adv.
Pranab Kumar Mul i ck, Adv.

Avijit Bhattacharjee, Adv .

S 5 5555FF
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UPON hearing the counsel the Court namde the follow ng
ORDER

The crimnal appeal is allowed in terns of the

The

t he



si gned order.

(Meenakshi Kohl i) (Jaswi nder Kaur)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER
[ Signed Order is placed on the file]



