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| TEM No. 103 Court No.1 SECTI ON 1 |
SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
CRI M NAL APPEAL NO 134 OF 2001@@
(600060006000600060006000600000:
Lakha @ Lakhvi nder Si ngh Appel lant  (s)
VERSUS
State of Raj asthan Respondent (s)
Date : 20/09/2001 This petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE
HON BLE MR JUSTICE R C. LAHOTI
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE ASHOK BHAN
For Appellant (s) M . Khwai rakpam Nobi n Si ngh, adv. (AQ
For Respondent (s) M. Ranji Thonas, adv.
M. Javed Mahnud Rao, adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
........ L......l.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T..........J
SP2
The appeal is disnmissed interns of the signed
order
SP1
(Neena Ver ma) (Prem Prakash)
Court Master Court Master
Signed order is placed on the file.
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I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | A
CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
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Lakha @ Lakhvi nder Si ngh .... Appellant

Ver sus
State of Raj asthan .... Respondent
O R D E R@@
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Appel lant, along with Major Singh, Jagraj Singh and
Bhagwan Singh were sent up for trial for offences under
Sections 3, 4 and 5 of the Terrorist and D sruptive
Activities (Prevention) Act (hereinafter referred to as the
“TADA') and Sections 3/25 of the Arnms Act. Anot her
co-accused Bhagwan Singh S/o Sada Singh had absconded and
was not put up for trial along with others.

The Trial Court found the appellant, Mjor Singh and
Jagraj Singh guilty of offences under Sections 3(3) and 4(1)
of TADA Act. They were acquitted of the charges under
Section 25 of the Arms Act and as well as Section 5 of TADA
Act . Bhagwan Singh S/o Dhul a Singh, co-accused was
acquitted of the charges punishabl e under Section 3(3) of
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the TADA Act as well as for offences under Sections 5 and 25
of the Arms Act. The appellant was sentenced to undergo
five years rigorous inprisonment by the Trial Court vide
j udgnent and order dated 11.10.2000.

We have been taken through the record by |earned
counsel for the parties and find that the evidence led by
the prosecution to connect the appellant with the crime has
been anply established. As a matter of fact, the case has
been proved beyond a reasonable doubt insofar as the
appel lant is concerned. The trial court has properly
appreciated the evidence and nade no nistsake in so far as
application of lawto the facts of the case. W are not
persuaded to take a view different that the one taken by the
trial court.

Learned counsel for the appellant submtted that the
appel lant has already undergone the sentence which was
i nposed upon him Learned counsel for the respondent does
not dispute this fact and further asserts that the appellant
has since been released from custody. W record this
st at ement .
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After giving the matter our careful consideration
we find that there is no merit in this appeal, which fails
and is hereby disn ssed.



New Del hi ,
Sept enber 20, 2001.

( ASHOK BHAN )



