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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

   CRIMINAL APPEAL NO.40/2001@@
   CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC

  HARBHAJAN SINGH                                           APPELLANT

                              VERSUS

  STATE OF RAJASTHAN                                       RESPONDENTS

(With application for exemption from filing OT and office report)

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

  CORAM :
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE K.T. THOMAS
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE R.P. SETHI

  For Appellant  (s)    Mr. Ranjan Mukherjee, (AC)

  For Respondent (s)    Mr. Sushil Kumar Jain, Adv.

          UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                              O R D E R
........L.......I.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T.......J
.SP2

                The appeal is dismissed.
.SP1

        Hemalatha                              (HK Bhatia)
                                               Court Master

                (signed order is placed on file)
.PA

                      IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
                     CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

                      CRIMINAL APPEAL NO.40 OF 2001@@
                      CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC

        HARBHAJAN SINGH                             .. APPELLANT

                                   VS.



        STATE OF RAJASTHAN                         .. RESPONDENT

                                O R D E R@@
                                CCCCCCCCC

.SP2

                We heard Mr.  Ranjan Mukherjee, Amicus Curiae who
        had done his work very well after going through the whole
        evidence.   After hearing Mr.  Sushil Kumar Jain, learned
        counsel  for the respondent, we do not find any infirmity
        in the concurrent finding on which the appellant has been
        convicted  under  Section 18 of The Narcotics  Drugs  and
        Psychotropic Substances Act, 1985.
                We, therefore, dismiss this appeal.

.SP1

                                                 ................J
                                                 (K.T. Thomas)

         New Delhi                               ................J
         May 1, 2001                             (R.P. Sethi)


