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1. This criminal revision has been filed by the revisionist, Rashida
Begum, against the judgment and order dated 22.05.2024 passed
by the Additional Sessions Judge (Fast Track Court No. 1),
Maharajganj, whereby she was convicted for the offence under
Section 14-A of the Foreigners Act, 1946, and sentenced to two
years’ imprisonment along with a fine of Rs. 10,000/-. In default of
payment of fine, she was directed to undergo an additional
imprisonment of two months. However, the revisionist was
acquitted of the charges under Sections 420, 467, 468 and 471 of
the IPC. In the impugned order, it was also mentioned that after
completion of her sentence, she shall be deported to her country,
Burma (Myanmar), as per rules.

2. Learned counsel for the revisionist submits that the challenge in
this revision is confined only to paragraph no. 34 of the impugned
judgment dated 22.05.2024, wherein the learned trial court has
directed the concerned authorities to deport the revisionist,
allegedly a citizen of Myanmar. It is further submitted that the
learned trial court had no jurisdiction to issue such a direction,
particularly when the revisionist holds valid identity documents
which establish her to be an Indian citizen.

3. Learned Additional Government Advocate has opposed the
prayer and submits that there is no illegality in the impugned
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judgment. The trial court has merely observed that after completion
of the sentence, the revisionist may be deported to her country as
per rules. No specific or mandatory direction has been issued to
the authorities for deportation; hence, the revision lacks merit and
IS liable to be dismissed.

4. Heard learned counsel for the revisionist, Shri R.K. Singh,
learned Additional Government Advocate, and Shri R.P.S.
Chauhan, learned counsel for opposite party no. 2 (Union of India),
and perused the judgment dated 22.05.2024. The learned trial
court in paragraph no. 34 has held as under:

“ 34—3teer it Ufd gferw arefterss, WeRewir o 39 e & Ay G & Tk 9 |
AFAFRT FT UL i HATS GA & T, Iq FATATTER IqF 20 T/ (RIAR) TATdd w=
o FTIATE! FeT GATYT Fe | AT F Foot A SRIAG AR HTS, JUATTHAR FE T
I TEU AT ey | FE @y T8 7, 39 aw § an s fofa f o ufa
AT Tl AchTe (Yo IUTsY Herdt S 1”

5. From a perusal of the above observation, it is apparent that the
learned trial court has not issued a mandatory direction requiring
the authorities to deport the revisionist to Myanmar. It has merely
directed that necessary action be taken as per rules. The direction
to proceed in accordance with rules itself demonstrates that the
court did not intend to compel the revisionist’s deportation, but only
left it to the competent authorities to act in accordance with
applicable law.

6. Accordingly, the criminal revision is dismissed.
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