In the High Court of Punjab and Haryana, at Chandigarh

Criminal Revision No. 1781 of 2004

Date of Decision: 03.09.2015

Chand Singh and Another

... Petitioner(s)
Versus
The State of Punjab
... Respondent(s)
CORAM: Hon'ble Mr. Justice Ajay Tewari
1. Whether reporters of local newspapers may be allowed to

see judgment?
To be referred to reporters or not?
Whether the judgment should be reported in the Digest?

w N

Present: Mr. S.C.Chhabra, Advocate
for the petitioner(s).

Mr. A.P.S.Gill, Assistant Advocate
General, Punjab for the respondent.

Ajay Tewari, J.

This revision petition has been filed against the concurrent
conviction of the petitioners under Sections 326, 325, 324 & 323 IPC in
case FIR No. 81 dated 7.6.1995 registered at Police Station Zira. The
maximum sentence awarded to both the petitioners is two years
rigorous imprisonment and a fine of ¥ 500/- each.

Learned counsel for the petitioners has very fairly argued
that he would not press the petition on merits but prays for leniency in
the sentence awarded to the petitioners. He stated that petitioner No.1-

Chand Singh is now 90 years old and he has undergone one year four
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months and 17 days out of the total sentence of two years. As regards
petitioner No.2-Jaswinder Singh alias Momu, he stated that he is a
young man and it was his only offence and has undergone one year
four months & three days out of the total sentence of two years. In the
circumstance, he has prayed that the sentence awarded to the

petitioners be reduced to that which they have undergone.

Learned Assistant Advocate General has, however, not
denied these factual assertions and though both the Courts below have
granted the concurrent sentence, yet keeping in view the facts, no case

is made out for reduction of sentence.

After hearing both the parties, in my opinion it would be in
the interest of justice to reduce the sentence of petitioner No.1-Chand
Singh to that which he has already undergone and of petitioner No.2-
Jaswinder Singh alias Momu from two years to one year & six months.
Let petitioner No.2 be now arrested to serve out the remaining period of
sentence.

With the above modifications in the sentence, the revision
petition stands disposed of.

Since the main case has been decided, the Criminal Misc.
Application, if any, also stands disposed of.

(Ajay Tewari)

Judge

September 3, 2015
DK
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