o

The police as well as State authorities had given reply in the
wril petition of habeas corpus filed by Paramjit Kaur in the
Honble Supreme Court of India in the form of aflidavits that
they could not trace out the whereabouts of Jaswant Singh
Khalra. He is not heard of for the last more than 10 years. So,
he is presumed to be dead and the accused could not explain
where Sh.Jaswant Singh Khalra had gone. Moreover, it is not
necessary in order to prove offence under Sections 302/34
and 201 LP.C. that dead-body must be found. It has been
held by the Honble Supreme Court of lndia i case Run
Gulam Choudhary and others Vs. State of Bihar, 2001(2)

Apex Court Journal 263 [SC] that where the accused look

away the deceased, dead body not found, it is not necessary

for a conviction for murder that the corpus delicti be found. In

the absence of corpus delicti, there must be direct or

circumstantial evidence leading to the inescapable conclusion
that the person has died and that the accused are the
persons who had commitied the wurder; and it has been fully
proved by P.W.16 that Jaswant Singh Khalra was murdered
by the aforesaid accused 3/4 days after Diwali of 1995 in a
room in the quarter of $.H.0. Satnam Singh, Police Station
Chabbal by shots from a fire arm and his dead-body was

thrown in the canal at Harike on the same night at about 12
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wmidnight. So, the prosecution has also succeeded in proving
the fact that Jaswant Singh Khalra was murdered and his

dead-body was thrown into the canal. Therefore, (he

prosecution has fully pioved the pomt for determination

No.(iv) in their favour.

33, As regards the defence taken by the aeccused,

nodoubt, the accused have admitted their postings in the

Police District Taran Taran in their statements recorded
under Section 313 Cr.P.C. but they denied that they were

present at the place of ulleged abduction of Jaswant Singh

Khalra at House No.8, Kabir Park, opposite Guru Nanak Dev

University, Aumiritsar, on 6.9,1995. Accused Jasbir Singh
alleged that hie was on leave fiom 1.9.1995 to 5.9.1995 as lie

had gone to Gurdwara Siri Hemkund Sahib in U.P., new in

Uttranchal Pradesh, to pay obeisance. He subiuuitted that on
6.9.1995, he was at Gurdwara Siri Hemkund Sahib which is
far away from the place of occurrence. In this regard he
examined D.W.10 Chanan Singh who deposed that Jathedar
Anoop Singh led Jatha consisting ol 35/40 persons in all,on
1.9.1995 to pay obeisance at holly Gurdwara Hewmkund
Sahib. Jasbir Singh accused had also accompanied them in

that Jatha. Jasbir Singh was travelling in his own Maruti car-

800 alongwith his driver. They left Taran Taran on 1.9.1995
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carly in the moming and reached Gurdwara Rishi Kesh and
stayed there for night. On 2.9.1905, the Jatha left Gobind
Ghat in the shape of procession and reached Gobind Ghat in
the evening, On 3.9.1995, they left Gobind Ghat on way lo
Gobind Dham on foot and reached there and spent lll(.! night
at Gobind Dham Gurdwara. On 4.9.1995, they left Gobind
Dham for Gurdwara Hemkund Sahib and reached Gurdwarn
Hewkund Sahib, paid obeisance there, stayed there for a
while and returned r.ofurdwma Gobind Dham and stayed
there for Msnn 6,9.1995 and let Gobind Dham for
Gurdwara Gobind Ghat and stayed there at night. On
5.9.1995, they left Gobind Ghat in the morning and reached
Joshi Math but there was land slide and rain, Umm[i;lc, they
stayed there upto 3 pan. on 69,1995, Then they reached
Karan Paryag in the evening and stayed there for night due to
road blockage and heavy rain/land slide. They left Karan
Paryag on 7.9.1995. So, this witness stated that Jasbir Singh
remained with the Jatha from 1.9.1995 to 7.9.1995. The
accused also examined D.W.11 ShAjit Singh, Manager,
Gurdwara Hemkund Sahib Management Trust who deposed
that he had seen the record of Gurdwara Siri Hemkund Sahil
Managewent Trust which also runs alTairs of Gurdwaras at

Rishi Kesh, Joshi Math, Gobind Ghat and Gobind Dham. At
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Colony, House No.1, Taran Taran, distriet At gy, They
reached Gurdwary Sini Rispj Kesh sapj, 4L 6-45 4y, vide
velicle NO.DLBQ()I& The Persons appjyeq u the Gurdwars

Sahib aye Six in Number g4 they stayed g night jy 1vom

bPersong shown ¢ 8tay in ooy, No.3 a Gurdwarg Sahib Jogp;
Math. 7y enty was Wade by gope Person of lt.‘l.llp(!r’ﬂ.l}'
stall. He identifieq the Signatureg of Grangyj Balwan Singh
on this regigiay. This Withess |55 Seen recejp NQ.H&()'(le(:d
2.8.1995 iy the napye of Jasbiy Singh, 8 4. Manocha)y for
asum of R's.II(}O/— for Performing Akhang Path gy Gurdwarg

Rishi Kegpy for welfare of the Tamily, S0, the counsel [,
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went to Gurdwara Rishi Kesh on 1.9.1995 and stayed there
for night and made entry in the register of Gurdwara Rishi
Kesh on 1.9.1995 at serial No.1194 which bears signatures al
Jasbir Singh which have been duly confinued by the
Government Examiner P.W.17 Dr.B.AVaid, AGEQ, Simla,
who compared the disputed signatures of Jasbir Singh with
his adwitted signatures and in his report Ex.PK and reasons
for opinion Ex.PM and Ex.PN. Then on 2.9.1995, accuscd
Jasbir Singh got receipt of Rs.1100/- No.886 for performing
Akhand Path at Gurdwara Rishi Kesh for welfare of his [amily
and then left Gurdwara Rishi Kesh. Therealter, his entry
nowhere figures in any of the registers of Gurdwaras under
the management of Siri Hemkund Sahib Management Trust.
The next entry dated 5.9.1995 at Gurdwara Joshi Math does
not bear signatures of Jasbir Singh. Rather one member ol
the group had decreased from six to five. Moreover, from
5.9.1995 onwards, there is no entry of Jasbir Singh in any of
the registers of Police Station Manochahal where he was
posted. He was neither on leave nor on rest. Svu, he has
created this alibi just to wriggle out from this case

35. | have gone through the entire evidence produced
on the rtecord by this accused Jasbir Singh. Adwmittedly,

Jasbir Singh accused went to Gurdwara Hemkund Sahib on
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1.9.1995. Miere s enuy in the tegister of Gurdwara Rishi
Kesh ie. entry at serial No.1194 daled 1.9.1995 and this
entry bears signatures of Jasbir Singh and the group of six
persons stayed for night in reom No.81 and on 2.9.1995, this
group left Gurdwara Rishi Kesh. Therealler, there is no entry
in any of the registers at Gurdwara Gobind Ghat or at
Gurdwara Gobind Dham and then again at Gurdwara Gobind
Ghat on return Jjourney. However, there is entry in the name
of Jasbir Singh on 5.9.1995 at Gurdwara Joshi Math where
mnitials J.Singh have b‘ecu appended in the register but these
signatures are not of Jasbir Singh. Moreover, a group of five
persons stayed at Gurdwara Joshi Math in room No.3 on the
night of 5.9.1995 which shows that one person was wissing
from this group and this entry did not bear the signatures of
Jasbir Singj.\ as slated by P.W.17 Dr.B.A.Vaid, AZEQ, Simla
(Assistant Government Examiner of Questioned Documents).
Moreover, if the accused could produce registers of Gurdwara
Rishi Kesh and Gurdwara Joshi Math, why he did not
produce the entries at Gurdwara Gobind Ghat and Gurdwara
Gobind Dham and return journey to Gurdwaras Gobind
Dham, Gobind Ghat, Rishi kesh, elc. Further both these
witnesses examined by the accused i.e. D.W.10 Chanan Singh

has categorically stated that he had no documentary proof to
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show that he had visited Hemkund Sahib from 1.9.1995 1o
7.9.1995 nor he gave any application /representation i
writing to C.B.L or any higher authorities that Jasbir Singh
was the member of the Jatha who had gone lo Gurdwara
Hemkund Sahib from 1.9.1995 to 7.9.1995, D.W.11 Sh.Ajit
Singh,Manager, Gurdwara Hemkund Sahib Management
Trust in his eross-examination has stated that on the entry of
1.9.1995 at Gurdwara Rishi Kesh, the father's name of Jasbir
Singh is written as Harbhajan Singh, whereas on the entry of
5.9.1995 at Gurdwara :Jua]u Math, the lather's name of Jasbir
Singh has been written as Harbans Singh. Moreover, this
witness has admitted that any person can get the enlry
recorded in the register in the name of any other perlmn. He
also admitted that in both these entries the address of the
pilgrim is also different from each other. So, it is clcar that
any person can get the entry n the name of any other person
in the register. So, it is clear that in the entry dated 5.9.1995
in the register of Gurdwara Joshi Matl, Jasbir Singh accused
was not present in the group, thal is why he has not signed
that entry in the register as he had signed the entry dated
1.9.1995 in the register of Gurdwara Rishi Kesh. So, there is
every possibility that from 2.9.1995 onwards, Jasbir Singh

was nol the member of that group. So, Jasbir Singh has lailed
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to prove that he was in the Jatha which went to Gurdwara
Sii Hewkund Sahib from Taran Taran from 1.9.1995 to
7.9.1995,

36. Accused DSP Jaspal Singh, SI Satnam Singh and
ASI Amarjit Singh created alibi that on 6.9.1995, accused
Satnam Singh and ASI Amarjit Singh in the police party
headed by SI S8atnam Singh apprehended accused Kulwant
Singh on the bridge of canal minor in the area of’ Meerpur at
about 10 a.m. on the basis of secret information and
tecovered fromw his possession opium weighing one kg, in the
presence of DSP Jaspal Singh. Resultantly, F.ILR. was
registered against Kulwant Singh dated 6.9.1995 and challan
was presented against Kulwant Singh and he was convicted

by the Court of Special Judge, Amritsar. So, all these three

accused were present at village Meerpur at about 10 a.u. on

6.9,1995. So, they have been falsely implicated in the
abduction case of Jaswant Singh Khalra on 6.9.1995 in the
area of Kabir Park, Amritsar at 9-20 a.m,

37. The learned Special Public Prosecutor for the
C.B.L submitted that Kulwant Singh has been acquitted by
the Hon'ble Punjab and Haryana High Court vide judgment
dated 8.12.1997, copy of which is on record, holding that

these accused Jaspal Singh, Satnam Singh and Amarjit Singh
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were not present there. Moreover, the accused being so clever,
they had abducted Jaswant Singh Khalra at 9-20 a.u, in the
arca of Kabir Park, Awritsar and Meerpur is hardly a distance
of 15/20 minutes on a Govt. Gypsy from Awritsar and they in
order to create alibi after abducting Jaswant Singh Khalra
could easily reach Meerpur and plantes this case on Kulwant
Singh. That is why he has been acquitted.,

38, I have gone through the judgment passed by the
Honble High Coun dated 8.12.1997 reported as 1998(1) RCR
(Criminal) 846, Kul‘wnnt Singh Versus State of Punjab. The
Honble High Court has held that the presence of accused
DSP Jaspal Singh, SI Satnam Singh and ASI Amarjit Singh at

f

the spot in the area of village Meerpur was highly doubtful on
6.9.1995 at about 10 am. So, accused Kulwant Singh was
acquitted on this ground. Further village Meerpur is just near
Amritsar and there is every possibility that after abducting
Jaswant Singh Khalra from his house No.8, Kabir Park,
Amritsar, the accused could easily reach in the area of village

Meerpur by 10 a.m.

39. It has been held by the Hon'ble Supreme Court of

India in case Dudh Nath Pandey Vs. State of U.P.,, ALLR. 1981

Supreme Court 911 that the plea of alibi lmaluiates the

physical impossibility of the presence of the accused at the
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scene of offence by reason ol his presence at another place,
The plea can, therefore, succeed anly if it is shown that the
acoused was so far away at the relevant time that he could
not be present at the place where the crime wos coumitted,
The: same view has been taken by the Hounble Supreme Court

of India in case State of U.P. Versus lltikhar Khan ALR.

1973 Supreme Court 863. But in the present case fiistly the
Hon'ble High Court vide its judgment in case Kulwant Singh
Vs State of Punjab (supra) has held that the presence ol
accused Jaspal Si{\gll DSP, Satnam Singh Sl and Awmarjit
Singh ASI at village Meerpur at 10 a.m. on 6.9.1995 is highly
doubtful. Secondly, village Meerpur is not far away from
Amritsar from where the accused abducted Jaswant Singh
Khalra at 9-20 a.n. They can reach frow Awritsar to village
Meerpur within 15/20 winutes. So, they could easily reach at
village Meerpur at 10 a.m. So, the alibi created by these
accused is of no help to them, .

40. Accused Pirthipal Singh created alibi that on
6.9.1995, he was present at village Gorkha alongwith ASI

Bahal Singh and two S.P.Os in connection with Thikri Pehra

in that village. So, he could not be present at the place of

abduction of Jaswant Singh Khalra in Kabir Park area,

Amritsar on 6.9,1995 at about 9-20 a.uu. In this regard he
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€xamined D.w .3 Kuldip Singh and D.W.4 Ag] Bahal sing),
Both these Witnesses hayve stated that on 6.9.1995 at about 9
a.m., ASI Baha| Sigh alongwith He Pirthipal Singh and two
S.P.O8 were Present on 6.9.1995 gt about 9 g,y i the areqy
of village Gorkha in connection with ‘Thikri Pelira 10 be held in
the area from 8.3p P o 4 .y, oy that night by in the
Cross-examinatioy, D.Ww.a Kuldip Singh has slaled that he
came to know that accused Pirthipal Singh has been involved
n the abduction case of Jaswan( Singh Khalra byt he did not
Bive any representation to the police or any higher autherities
that he hag seen H.C.Pirthipal Siugh in hig village on
6.9.1995 at 9 AUl He was member Panchayvat at lhul_ tune,
He did not pasg any resolution regarding the Thiky Pehra nor
he could Produce any document regarding the order of the
authorities for Thikri Pelira ip the village, Similarly, p,w.4
ASI Bahal Singh could g0t Produce any enuy i the DPR (o

pProve that they left [or village Gorldyg at about 9 g4y, on

*
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that he had not BVEl any written 1epresentation o the highe:
authorities or (o the C.B.L that Pirthipal Singh remained witl

him on 6.9,1995, Hoth these Wilnesses have deposed in the

Court for the first time on 25,7 2005 ie. after a period of

about 10 Years. The accused could produce the writlen
documents in the forn of any order regarding Thikri Pehra or
the copy of DDR (o Prove that this witness jeft for village
Gorkha on 6.9.1995 at 9 am. So, this alibi created by
accused Prithipal Singh is nothing but a concocted story and
a8 such has no werit"

41. *Accused Surinderpal Singh created alibj that he

rewained in Police Station Sirhali on 6.9.1995, So, his

bresence at Kabir Park, Awritsar, the place of abduction of

Jaswant Singj, Khalra was not possible and he has been
falsely implicateq in this case. I this regard he exXamined
D.W.5 Kulwant Singh, resident of village Chohla Sahib whe
deposed that on 6.9.1995 a¢ about 9-15 a.m,, he alongwith
Nasib Chand, Sarpanch of village Gharaka, P.S Sirhali visited
Police Station Sirhali, They went 1o M.H.C. and told him that
they want to see §.H.0 Surinderpal Singh in connection with
Sowe work. M.H.C. informed them that a meeting of the police
oflicers is 89ing on and the S }.0. will be available after i

meeting. At about 10-15 a.., M.H.C. informed them that the
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meeting is over and they could see S.H.0, Surinderpal Singh.
Then they met S.H.0.Surinderpal Singh and they rewained
with him upto 11 am. They went to the S.H.O. at the
direction of S,D,M. Taran Taran as he was to get demarcation

of shamlat land where Telephone Exchange was to be

constructed. As there was some breach of apprehension of

peace, in that connection he wenl to S.H.O. Surinderpal
Singh to seck his help. But in the cross-exawination this
witness admitted that he did not subumit any application to
S.D.M. regarding demarcation of land or breach of peace nor
lie could produce any order of S.0.M. to 5.H.0O. Sirhali nos
this witness could produce any document to prove that he
was 1o gel dewarcation of sliamlal land {bl'l'|bi(.'i)]luu(:
Exchange nor he subwitted any representation o S.H.0. ps
Sirhali in this regard nor he made any entry in the

Rozenamcha nor he got recorded any DDR er F.LR. at Police

Station Sirhali to this effect that there could be breach of

peace in their village. The accused also examined D.W.7 HC
Jaspal Singh, the then AddLM.H.C. at P.S.8Sirhali who
produced the DDR register of P.S.Sirhali dated 6.9.1995 and
as per entry No.34 daled 6.9.1995, Surinderpal Singh, the
then 5.H.O. PS Sirhali left the Folice Station at 5-15 a.m.

alongwith other police oflficials for patelling the area of Police

WT’L
muul-'
owlet & Besslons

BA! g\\\\o,/

o,



ST

Station and also for checking of bad elements and he
returned to the Police Station at 10 aau. vide DDR No.7 on
6.9.1995. The entry in this regard is Ex.DW 7/D. However, in
the cross-examination this witness adwitted that alter first
two leaves in the register entry starting from 4.9.1995 at 9
aam., a leal is contained in the DDR register showing the
entries dated 3.9.1995 and 4.9.1995 afler the enlries ol
4.9.1995 and 5.9.1995. This witness further adwitted that he
does not know if Surinderpal Singh accused alongwith other
accused namely Jaa;pnl Singh DSP, ete. had gone to the arca
of Kabir Park, Amritsar at the residence of Jasbir Singh
Khalra at 9 am. He also do not know whether tlic ncc used
alongwith other accused abducted Jaswant Singh Khalra lrom
his residence at Kabir Park, Auwrilsar, on 6.9.1995 at 9-15
a.m. Moreover, Sirhali is about 30 K.Ms froin Aunritsar and it
is possible to reach Sirhali within 30/35 wminules [ivin
Amritsar. 1t is easily possible that oue may reach Sivhali after
cowwitting the crime at abir Park, Awmritsar within 10
winutes. The accused paty abducted Jaswant Singh Khalra
from Kabir Park, Awritsar al 920 a.n. and after that the
accused could safely reach Police Station Sirhali by 10 a.n.

Moreover, the entries in Lhe D.D.R. are totally wiong. ‘This

witness has admitted that there ae entries of 3.9.1995 aler
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entries of 4.9.1995 and there are entries of 4.9.1995 afler the
entries of 5.9.1995. Morcover, this witness had no knowledge
whether the accused went o Amritsar at about 9/9-15 a.m.
on 6.9.1995, Moreover, the statement of DW 5 Kulwant Singh
and the statement of DW 7 HC Jaspal Singh are
contradictory. D.W.5 has stated that $.H.O. Surinderpal
Singh was in the Police Station from 9-15 a.u. to 10-15 a.m,
as stated by MHC because a meeling was going on in the
Police Station, whereas the DDR register shows that $.H.0.
was on patrel duty 1:; the area from 5-15 aau. to 10 a.m..
Moreover, DW 5 Kulwant Singh wmet Surinderpal Singh a
P.S.Sirhali at 10-15 a.m. which shows that the accuscd could
casily reach Police Station Sirhali after committing l_ll(:lulrf.'ll(‘t.‘
at Kabir Park, Amritsar at 9-20 a.m. So, this alibi is also of no
help to the accused in the light of the law laid down by the
Honble Supreme Court of India in case Dudh Nath Pandey
Vs. State of U.P.. A.LR. 1981 Supreme Court 911 that the
plea of alibi can succeed only if'it is shown that the accused
was so far away at the relevant time that he could not be
present at the place where the crime was comwmitted bul he
could easily reach the place i.e. Police Station Sirhali at 10-15
a.u. after committing crime at Kabir Park, Awritsar at 9-20
a.mf&a. the alibi created by all the aforesaid six accused are
e
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nothing but the concocted stories created by the ac
lateron to wriggle out from this case. Therefore, the delence
produced by the accused is without merit.

432, From the above discussed evidence, it stands fully
proved on record that all the accused had motive to abduct
and eliminate Jaswant Singh Khalra as he did not desist from

releasing to the press the investigative reports regarding the

disappearance of the youths in Punjab and cremation ol

unidentified and unclaimed dead-bodies by the Punjab Police
in the cremation gr:::uud of Durgiana Mandir, Amnitsar,
cremation grounds of Patti and Taran Taran and he openly
challenged these illegal acts of the Punjab Police which were
'
lateron confirmed by the order of National Human Rights
Commission dated  4.10.2005 in  Reference  Case
No.1/97/NHRC. ‘Therefore, all the accused hatched
conspiracy lo abduct Jaswant Singh Khalra to shut his
mouth from spcaking ngainst the Punjab Police regarding
illegal cremation of unclaimed and unidentified bodies in the
area of Awritsar, Taran Taran and other parts of the Punjab.
Resultantly, they execuled the conspiracy through all the
accused in this case. Resultantly, on 6.9.1995, all the
accused namely DSP Jaspal Singh, DSP Asliok Kumar, SHO

Satnam Singh, P.S.Chabbal, SHO Surinderpal Singh, 'S
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Sirhali, SHO Jasbir Singli, ps M;utouluul;u. AS] Atnarjit Singh
and HC Pirthipal Singh abducted Jaswant Singh Khalra from
his  house No.8, Kabir Park, opposite Guru Nanak pDey
Uuivcwity. Auwiritsar gt 9-20 a.m. They kept Jaswant Singh
Khalra in illegal Custody from 6,9,1995 onwards, tortured ang
beaten him to the extent tlat he could not move or take weals
or go to bath-room and in this Tfegard he was assisted by
P.W.14 Kulwant Siugh and P.W.16 Kuldip Singh. He was noy
produced by ihe police before (e Hon'ble Supreme Courq ol
India despite the dimcuon Biven by the Honble Supreme
Court of Indig in Writ Petition No 497 of 1995, decided on
15.11.1995 M:s.i’:u'imqil Kaur Versus State of Punjaby, citeq
n 1996(1) RCR (Criminal) 282 Ex.PP. He was ortured by al
the accused iy the lock ups of various Police Stations of
district Taran Tapay, and in the kothj of Sh.Ajit Singh Sancdhy
at Manawala, Awmritsar ang ull.im.'xlc]'}' he was killed about
four days afler Diwali of 1995 in 4 om in the Quarter ol
Satnam Singh, S.H.0, ps Chabbal and they his dead-body
was thrown on the same day at abouy 19 midnight in cana) at
Harike, district Awritsar, So, all the accused namely Ajit
Singh Sandhu, ssp (since expired), Ashok Kuwar, Dsp (since
expired), Satnam Singh, Jasbir Singh, Amarjit Singh,

Sun'.nder;ml Singh, Pirthipal Singh and Jaspal Singh Dsp
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have comunitted offence of hatehing criminal conspiracy 1o
abduct and climinate Jaswant Singh  Khalra, General
Secretary. Human Rights Wing of Shiromani Akali Dal on of
about September 6, 1995, Therefore, all the aforesaid accused
have comuitted offence puni.ahubig under Section 120-B
I:P.C. Rcsullmﬂ]y. I convict all tlms’;j’fcc:’scd under Section
120-B.LP.C;

43. All the accused nawely DSP Ashok Kuwnar,
Surinderpal  Singh, Satnaw Singh, Jasbir Singh, Jaspal
Singh, Amarjit Singh and Pirthipal Singh abducted Jaswant
Singh Khalra on 6.9.1995 from his house at Kabir Park,
Amritsar with an intention to eliminate him thercby all these
accused have committed offence punishable under Section
364 read with Section 34 I.P.C:. Rc.-sulumlly, | convict all these
accused for the commission of oflence punishable under
Section 364 read with Section 34 |.p.c.

44. Accused Jaspal Singh and Awarjit Singh have
been charged with the allegation that they committed (he
wurder of Jaswant Singh Khalra by intentionally causing his
death, Nodoubt, the other accused have also played part in
causing the death of Jaswant Singh Khalra but only accused
Jaspal Singh and Awarjit Singh have been charged under

Section 302 Lp.C. Therefore, | hold both these accused guilty
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for the commission ol ollence punishable under Section 302
LLP.C. and convict them lhcmumi{:rﬁbm these accused DSP
Jaspal Singh and ASI Awarjit Singh have been churged and it
has been fully proved that they have after cowmitting the
wurder of Jaswant Singh Khalra caused the corpus of
Jaswant Singh Khalra to disappear by throwing the same in
canal at Harike with the intention of screening them frow
legal punishwent. Nodoubt, the other accused have also
played pait in the commission of this cruue, as discussed
above, but chiarge has been framed by my learned predecessor
on 25.7.1998 under Section 201/34 L.P.C. against only these
accused. So, 1 hold both these accused DSP Jaspal Singh and
ASI Amn;jil Singh guilty for the commission of offence
punishable under Section 201 read with Section 34 1.P.C. and
convict them thereunder. Let the accused be heard on the
quantum of sentence,

Prenounced in open Court.,
A
L
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Dated: 18.11.20085. atiala.
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Present: All the accused /convicts with their counsel

Sh.K.S.Nagra, Advocale.

Sh.H.P.S.Verma, Special Public Prosecutor

for the C.B.1. assisted by Sh.B.S Sodhi,

Advocate for the complainant.

ORDER OF SENTENCE

45. 1 have heard the accused/convicts, their counsel as
well as Special Public Proseculor for the C.Bl on the
question of sentence The statements of the accused were also
recorded separately. All the accused requested for le u‘u; ntview
in the matter of sentence on the grounds that they are ol the
age of 41 to 57 years. They have been facing trial for the last
10 years in this case. They are the only bread earners in their
fawily. There is no other member o look aller their parents
and some of their childrei arc of marriageable age. They are
the first offenders. .
46. 1 have gone through the record of this case. As per
the police report, the accused/convicls are first offenders.
They have been facing trial for the last about 10 years but
keeping in view the gravity of the oflence they have committed
i.¢. the abduction of an innoeent person from his house,
{orturing him and then finally climinated him and disposed of
his dead-body by throwing the same in the canal, particularly

when the accused/convicls werce the proleclors of law and

order, 1 am of the View that the accused/convicts do not
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deserve any leniency in the matter of sentence, Accordingly, |
sentence the accused/convicts as under:-

(1). Al the accused/convicts 1o undergo  rigorous
mprisonment for 5 years each and 1o pay fine of Rs.2000,-
each or in defaylt of payment of fine o lurther undeygo
rigorous priscnment for two months each uider Sectioy
120-B L.p.C.

(2). All the accused 1o undergo rigorous mprisonment lor
7 years each and to pay fine of Ru.ﬁ(}w/- each or in defann of
paymwent of fine o' furthe; undeigo rigorous prisonment for
five monthis each under Section 364 read with Section 34
i o

(3) Accused Jaspal Singh and Awarjit Singh to undergo
mprisonment for life and 1o Pay lne or Rs.5000/- each orin
default of payment of fine o further undergo rigorous
mprisonment for five months cach under Section 302/34
LP.C;

(4) Accused Jaspal Singh and Amarjit Singh 1o undergo
NBorous imprisonment for two years each and to pay fine of
Rs.2000/- or in default of Payment of fine to further undergo
ngorous mprisonment for two wmonths cach under Scetion

201 LP.C,
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47. All the sentences shall run concurrently. The

period of imprisonment already undergone by the convicts
shall be set off frow the substantive senlences imposed upon
the accused/convicts. The case property be disposed of after
the expiry of period of appeal/revision, if any, under rules
File be consigned to the Record Room.

Pronounced in open Court.
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