“1 TEM NO. 102 COURT NO. 6 SECTI ON |

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

CRIM NAL APPEAL NO(s). 641 OF 2004

HABI BULLAH BHAT Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS

STATE OF J & K Respondent ( s)

(Wth appl n(s) for exenption fromfiling OT.,pernmission to file

addi ti onal documents)

Dat e: 09/02/2011 Thi s Appeal was called on for hearing today.

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

Shuai b- Uddi n, Adv.

R A Jan, Adv.

Shaki | Ahmed Syed, Adv.
M M Abbasi, Adv.

For Appell ant(s)

Suni | Fer nandes, Adv.
Si ddhant Goel, Adv.
Ast ha Sharma, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
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UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

The Appeal is disnssed

Pursuant to interimorder of this Court dated 12th

July, 2004, the appellant was released on bail. He shall be
taken into custody forthwith to serve out the renaining
sent ence.
(I'ndu Satija) (Parveen Kr. Chaw a)
Court Master Court Master

[signed order is placed on the file]
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
CRIM NAL APPEAL NO 641 OF 2004
Habi bul | ah Bhat .. Appel | ant
ver sus
State of J & K .. Respondent

ORDER

Thi s Appeal has been filed agai nst t he i mpugned



j udgnent and order dated 03rd Decenber, 2003 passed by the
Hi gh Court of Jamu & Kashm r at Srinagar in Acquitta
Appeal No. 01 of 1998.

The facts have been detail ed in t he i mpugned
j udgnent and hence we are not repeating the sane here.

Havi ng heard | ear ned counsel for t he parties and
having carefully perused the record, we find no reason to
interfere with the well reasoned judgnent of the High Court
convi cting the accused.

The Appeal is, accordingly, dismssed.

Pursuant to interimorder of this Court dated 12th
July, 2004, the appellant was released on bail. He shall be
taken into custody forthwith to serve out the renaining

sent ence.

NEW DELHI ; J.
FEBRUARY 09, 2011 [ GYAN SUDHA M SRA]



