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Amol Singh v. State of Madhya Pradesh, (2008) 5 SCC 468, when faced with two
dying declarations containing inconsistencies, the approach to be adopted by the Court was
summarized as under:

“13. Law relating to appreciation of evidence in the form of more than one dying
declaration is well settled. Accordingly, it is not the plurality of the dying declarations but
the reliability thereof that adds weight to the prosecution case. If a dying declaration is
found to be voluntary, reliable and made in fit mental condition, it can be relied upon
without any corroboration. The statement should be consistent throughout. If the deceased
had several opportunities of making such dying declarations, that is to say, if there are
more than one dying declaration they should be consistent. (See Kundula Bala
Subrahmanyam v. State of A.P., (1993) 2 SCC 684) However, if some inconsistencies are
noticed between one dying declaration and the other, the court has to examine the nature
of the inconsistencies, namely, whether they are material or not. While scrutinising the
contents of various dying declarations, in such a situation, the court has to examine the
same in the light of the various surrounding facts and circumstances.”

www.PLRonline.in | (c) Punjab Law Reporter | punjablawreporter@gmail.com | 1



