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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

Criminal Misc. No. M-25217 of 2015
Date of Decision: 11.08.2015

Ravinder Khanna
Petitioner(s)
Versus
State of Punjab & others
...Respondent(s)

CORAM:- HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARI PAL VERMA

1. Whether reporters of local newspapers may be allowed to see
Jjudgment?

2.  To be referred to reporters or not?

3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the Digest?

Present:- Mr. M.K. Bhatnagar, Advocate
for the petitioner(s).

*kkk*k

HARI PAL VERMA J.(Oral)

Prayer in this petition filed under Section 482 Cr.P.C. is
for quashing of orders dated 14.7.2014 and 24.3.2015 (Annexures
P3 and P-4) on the ground that respondents no.4 to 7 have not been
summoned to face trial in complaint No.68 of 2009 dated 15.10.2009
under Sections 323, 379, 504, 452, 506, 34 IPC and respondents
no.2 and 3 have also not been summoned under Sections 504, 452,
34 IPC.

Learned counsel for the petitioner contends that in fact
all the accused were required to be summoned for commission of

offences, as mentioned in the complaint, whereas the trial Court has
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summoned the accused no.2 and 3 only and that too, under Sections
323, 379, 506 IPC read with Section 34 IPC. Therefore, the order
passed by the trial Court dated 14.7.2014 (Annexure P3) and order
dated 24.3.2015 (Annexure P4) passed by learned Additional
Sessions Judge, Amritsar, in revision, are liable to be set aside.

| have heard learned counsel for the petitioner.

The trial Court as well as the revisionary Court have
considered the evidence on record including the statements of the
complainant withnesses CW1, CW2 and CW3 and on the basis of the
aforesaid statements, accused-respondents no.2 and 3 have been
summoned under Sections 323, 379, 506 IPC read with Section 34
IPC and the remaining accused-respondents have not been
summoned.

As per the records, prima facie case under Sections 323,
379, 506, 34 IPC is made out against accused-respondents no.1 and
2 only and therefore, no interference is warranted in the orders
passed by the Courts below.

Dismissed.

August 11, 2015 ( HARI PAL VERMA)
AK JUDGE
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