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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M No.3738 of 2015
Date of Decision: March 10, 2015

Jaswinder Singh ...Petitioner
Versus

Surjit Singh and another ...Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE FATEH DEEP SINGH

Present: Mr. Vishal Handa, Advocate

for the petitioner.

FATEH DEEP SINGH, J.

The petitioner has invoked the jurisdiction of this
Court under the provisions of Section 482 Cr.P.C. thereby,
challenging the orders dated 22.8.2012 (Annexure P/3) passed by
the learned Chief Judicial Magistrate, first Class, Amritsar
dismissing the complaint of the complainant, which findings were
upheld in the revision by the Court of learned Additional Sessions
Judge, Amritsar through judgment dated 22.10.2014.

Heard, learned counsel for the petitioner. A love
marriage between Sumit Kaur, daughter of the petitioner and
Surpreet Singh, son of the respondents, who had been arrayed as
accused was solemnised on 30.5.2002, wherein the complainant
claims that he had given sufficient dowry articles. After the birth of
a girl child, Surpreet Singh died on 2.11.2006 followed by Sumit
Kaur on 13.8.2008. As per allegations, she was turned out of the

matrimonial home by the in-laws. From the bare perusal of the
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complaint Annexure P/2 it is quite clear that the allegations
against the respondents are vague, ambiguous and neither there is
any allegation of specific entrustment of any Istri Dhan to any of
these persons much less that having dishonestly committed
breach of trust and embezzled the same. Prima facie none of the
offences for which the complaint under Section 406, 498-A, 506
and 34 IPC has been filed are made out.

The two Courts below have given a well reasoned
findings, correctly appreciating the preliminary evidence and the
fact of there being undue delay in filing the same which certainly
goes to the roots of the case of the complainant. Learned counsel
for the petitioner could not pinpoint anything illegal or perverse in
these findings which calls for interference by this Court.

Thus, finding no merit in the instant petition, the

same stands dismissed.

(FATEH DEEP SINGH)
JUDGE

March, 10 2015
aarti
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