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Smt. Santa Devi W/o Sh. Rameshwar B/c Meena, R/o Milakpur,
Police Station Ucchain, District Bharatpur. (At Present Confined in
Sub Jail, Bayana, District Bharatpur).

----Petitioner
Versus
State of Rajasthan Through P.P.
----Respondent

31.07.2017
2165 G 12 M | N A T B e A S AP 1

At & T AT, f¥aEdr ared g
A geor e, ek AT ared T |

grffar fr 3R T Ig FATT AT 9T Aeddd aRT 439
qUS YishaT Higal WIARAT & G UTA-3TT WX Uoilag  TrATAhT
AT 155/2016 3eddld YRT  498-U, 406, 304-s7 R ¢US
it & AT AT @ S 8 9&da foham a3 g

wrfiar & fagre e # FUA § 6 FHddr &1 faae 396
s sgH 8 & T o7 AR gl & [ed 9 seH g &
AATRISRT 3Tdal & THET feaiieh 28.06.2016 &I RUIE U &
garar & festieh 27.06.2016 & TAT H 8 dof MAA Afaar o
HAY H ST FI Hel MR BIAT o ofl, §H Fal dAlSHT IHH!
aeX Aprem ar Aig & 7S N, ARTHa R & Fs as F& T
3ART U § o HAPT &I FU—IAATHAT URT 176 US TishaT Higall
H gamr r on, o a@faar & Ald @ wEr 9T g9/ g
3ART HYT g b 39T HOT 9 3 A1fQIAT & FUT H 3mA1 g &
B THY afged TG HT Holl & Fg 386 98 a¢ g¥a
3T B A5 Sdeg, St fF I & a3dr & g §, & 99 Uea
& fov # f&n, o8 Hasl AR A4 3R 56 & # ol FdH
o 3TcHGCAT HY ol TeaT fgalieh 27.06.2016 T § TG 3&% &G
festier 16.07.2016 &I FARTeT #H IRElG YA H YA Faor RAE
gol ars gl 3eeie fAdedt fRar f6 srgeaEy e e A
FAHT & WY T&T & UF Aorqrenl ReAGR a7 g&mehy 3R efamd
g, ST foh A Hafed #AATerd $1 ggg W6 o e faeieeg
QRET §ITH T 3% HAGRIY (1984) 4 THHRAT USl- 116 H 57 Ty
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H feogoft fr g1 TOOROT A GFT S AT GHTEAT g, 3 ardar
T STHT WAT 99 TR fHar S|

gt i 3T o 9T 99 &1 oy fhan|

gl Uell gRT IW ¥ YAl W [TuR T T 3Uclsy
IfAIE FT 3Tclichad g IREMNAA Fd & &6 TT YOl & AT
aval v URTEUTAE 9 36 T2F H €fBIA @A U HAH F e
geT & AP o Ak Al el fhdr § JAT 91 H gRarE gear &
20 f&eT a1e der fohar gl

AT Hafed FA—TT & Jga W6 o e fotee e
AT TC HTH AGRIY (1984) 4 Tl UST- 116 H 30 YR &
AHS # Ry feooly &y &-

"All persons to whom the oral statements are said to have been

made by Manju when she visited Beed for the last time,are ¢
lose relatives and friends of the deceased. In view of the close
relationship and affection any person in the position of the witnes
s would naturally have a tendency to exaggerate or add facts w
hich may not have been stated to them at all. Not that this is done
consciously but even unconsciously the love and affection for the
deceased would create a psychological hatred against the s
upposed murderer and, therefore, the Court has to examine
such evidence with very great care and caution. Even if the
witnesses were speaking a part of the truth or perhaps the
whole of it, they would be guided by a spirit of revenge or nemesis
against the accused person and in this process certain facts
which may notor could nothave been stated may be i
magined to have been stated unconscioulsy by the witnesses in
order to see that the offender is punished. This is human ps

ychology and no one can help it."

urdt fSsTeh 08.05.2017 & HIFR&T #H gl KT 97 9 @
T g1 wrdiar Afger & va #ig ARy 3R @7 83 g &
OMEEOT W HIg AT & fohd o= arefiar 1 a8 A= arda
g7 TR 7Y Se aeg g

H:WWWWWWWWWWW
S ATeer fear Sirar & T afe urftar sfedr @ar <ar faamor
ST & AR 9 100,000/-(318R &I Teh oG ATH)
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AFAIT g4I 7 T4 50,000-50,000/- I &l Fee T fAaw=ia
gfelfd $0 MR A 9F¥qd I & foh 9 goor & faarer & ek
faaror FarreE gRT a6 Se W fuReT Frarers & aHe
3YTEA gl St oaf wrdfar & gfed grer-3Tae W gefleg
TTAfART HEAT 155/2016 Hecdld GRT  498-T, 406, 304-sT IR
gus gfgar #,af¢ a8 31T fhaY yaor # aifed o7 g af 33 31fadss
ST W ReT Y feam sd |

(SeTareT Ter <A
grarragia

diter Ja33



