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Crimnal Appeal No.631 of 1997.

STATE OF ORI SSA Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
RAGHUNATH DI XI TRespondent (s)
[Wth office report]
Date : 11/12/2003 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. N. AGRAWAL
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. N. SRI KRI SHNA

For Appellant (s)M.Raj Kunr Mehta, Adv.

For Respondent (s)M.KS Bhati, Adv. (AC)
(Not present)

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Heard the | earned counsel for the appellant for a few m nutes.
The appeal is dismssed in view of the signed order.

[ Naresh Kumar ] [ Prom | a Nagpal ]
AR- cum PS Court Master

[ Signed order is placed on the file.]

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

CRI M NAL APPEAL NO 631 OF 1997

STATE OF ORI SSA
APPELLANT (S)
VERSUS
RAGHUNATH DI XI T

RESPONDENT ( S)

ORDER



Heard the | earned counsel appearing on behalf of the appellant.

The sol e respondent was convicted by the trial court under Section 21 of The Narcotic Drugs an
d Psychotropi c Substances Act, 1985 and sentenced to undergo rigorous inprisonment for a perio
d of 10 years and to pay a fine of Rs.1,00,000/-; in default, to undergo further rigorous inpr
i sonnent for a period of one year. On appeal being preferred the Hi gh Court acquitted the res
pondent of the charge.

Havi ng heard the | earned counsel on behalf of the appellant and perused the inpugned order, we
are of the view that the order of acquittal recorded by the H gh Court cannot be said to be p
erverse. Therefore, it is not possible to interfere with the inpugned order. The appeal is a
ccordingly dism ssed.

( B.N. SRIKRI SHNA )
New Del hi ,
Decenber 11, 2003.



