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                S U P R E M E   C O U R T   O F   I N D I A
                          RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

   Crl.A.No.1222/2003 

  Pal Singh                                                 Appellant  (s)

                              VERSUS

  State of Punjab                                           Respondent (s)
( With office report )                                                 
  WITH Crl.A.No.1380/2003 (with Office Report)

  Date :  06/04/2004 This  Petition  was  called on for hearing today.

  CORAM :
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE B.N. AGRAWAL                  
           HON’BLE Dr. JUSTICE AR.LAKSHMANAN                
                                                             

  For Appellant  (s) 
Mr.Nikhil Nayyar, Adv.
                     
Mrs.S.Usha Reddy, Adv.                      

  For Respondent (s)
 
Mr.Sudhir Walia, AAG.
Mr.Bimal Roy Jad, Adv. 

 

        UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                            O R D E R 
 The appeals are dismissed in terms of the signed order.
 

  (Sheetal Dhingra)(V.P. Tyagi)
          Court MasterCourt Master
       [The signed order is placed on the file]

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

CRIMINAL  APPEAL No.1222 OF 2003

Pal Singh                         ...Appellant (s)

Versus

State of Punjab                  ...Respondent(s)
WITH Crl.A.No.1380/2003

O R D E R



Heard the parties.    
The appellants of these two appeals along with one Bikkar Singh were tried and by judgment ren
dered by the trial court, appellant, Pal Singh was convicted under Section 302 of the Indian P
enal Code (for short the ’IPC’) and sentenced to undergo imprisonment for life.  Other two acc
used persons were convicted under Section 302 read with Section 34 of the IPC and sentenced to
 undergo imprisonment for life.  All the three accused persons were further convicted under Se
ction 364 of the IPC and sentenced to undergo rigorous imprisonment for a period of seven year
s.  So far the charges under Section 201 are concerned, all the accused persons were acquitted
 of the same.  Sentences were, however, ordered to run concurrently.  On appeal being preferre
d, the convictions of the appellants having been upheld, the present appeal before this Court 
by special leave. 
Having heard learned counsel appearing for the parties  and perused the records, we are of the
 opinion the no case for interference is made out.   
Accordingly,  appeals are dismissed.

.............................................J.
(B.N. AGRAWAL)

............................................J.
(Dr. AR. LAKSHMANAN)      
New Delhi
April 6,    2004.


