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UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

We have heard | earned counsel for the parties at considerabl e
| ength who have taken us through the order passed by the tria
court as also that passed by the High Court. Prosecution’s case
no doubt rests entirely on circunstantial evidence adduced at the
trial.
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evi dence, held that the prosecution had not only established the
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Reason:

nmotive for the conm ssion of the crine but also proved a series of

other circunstances that formed a conplete chain and led to an
2

irresistible conclusion about the guilt of the accused. Sei zure



of a strand of hair of one of the accused, Tarsem Singh, fromthe

cl osed fist of t he deceased- Bal wi nder Si ngh; presence of

a

foot-print at t he spot t hat mat ched t he foot-print of th
e

accused- Tarsem Si ngh and sei zure of the weapon of offence, stained
with human bl cod, at the instance of the Karanjit Singh, the
petitioner in t he case at hand, wer e ci rcunst ances t hat wer e
firmy established. Extra-judicial confession of the accused was
al so proved at the trial which the courts bel ow accepted while
recording a finding of guilt against the petitioner. There was
al so evidence that the accused persons were seen at an odd hour of
night hurrying towards the village fromthe place of occurrence.
All t hese irresistibly | ed to t he i nference t hat t he crime
i n-question was committed only by the accused who happened to be
real brothers although Tarsem Si ngh-coaccused has di ed during the
pendency of the proceedings before the High Court.
Havi ng gi ven our car ef ul consi derati on to t he proved
circunstances and the reasoning given by the courts below, we are
of the viewthat the courts below did not commt any error nuch

| ess any perversity in finding t he petitioner guilty an
d

sentenci ng hi msuitably.
This special |eave petition therefore fails and is hereby

di sm ssed
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