\ 210
Crl.A No. 40 OF 2001
.UP 10 2; Draft, sntst; -n -PA4 -dFX-NORMAL -y -e; dunbp

L....... T ...... T ...... T ...... T ...... T ...... T ...... T ...... T....R
L....... T ...... T ...... T ...... T ...... T ...... T ...... T ...... T....R
| TEM No. 104 Court No. 5 SECTI ON 1|
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
CRI M NAL APPEAL NO 40/2001@@
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HARBHAJAN SI NGH APPELLANT
VERSUS
STATE OF RAJASTHAN RESPONDENTS

(Wth application for exenption fromfiling O and office report)

Date : 01/05/2001 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR. JUSTI CE K. T. THOVAS
HON BLE MR JUSTICE R P. SETHI
For Appellant (s) M. Ranjan Mukherjee, (AC
For Respondent (s) M. Sushil Kumar Jain, Adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
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The appeal is dism ssed.
. SP1
Hemal at ha (HK Bhati a)
Court Master
(signed order is placed on file)
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I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
CRI M NAL APPEAL NO 40 COF 2001@@
(6006600060 00600060000600000000:
HARBHAJAN SI NGH .. APPELLANT

VS.



STATE OF RAJASTHAN .. RESPONDENT
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We heard M. Ranjan Mikherjee, Am cus Curiae who
had done his work very well after going through the whole
evi dence. After hearing M. Sushil Kunar Jain, |earned
counsel for the respondent, we do not find any infirmty
in the concurrent finding on which the appellant has been
convicted wunder Section 18 of The Narcotics Drugs and
Psychot ropi ¢ Substances Act, 1985.
We, therefore, dismss this appeal.
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New Del hi
May 1, 2001 (R P. Sethi)



