IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

Crl. Revision No. 2059 of 2015 (O&M)

Date of Decision: 29.10.2015
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Vijay Singh @ Vijender Singh @ Bawa
. Petitioner

Vs.

State of Punjab
.. Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MRS. JUSTICE ANITA CHAUDHRY

Present:- Mr. P.S. Ahluwalia, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. K.S. Aulakh, AAG Punjab.
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ANITA CHAUDHRY, J.

The petitioner was tried by the learned Judicial
Magistrate, Hoshiarpur under Sections 419, 420, 465, 467, 468,
471 IPC in a complaint case and was convicted and sentenced to

the following punishment:-

Under Simple Fine In default of
Sections | Imprisonment payment of
for a period of fine R.I.
420 IPC 2 years Rs.1000/- 1 months
467 IPC 2 years Rs.1000/- 1 months
468 IPC 2 years Rs.1000/- 1 months
465 IPC 2 years - -
471 IPC 2 years - -

The appeal preferred by the accused was dismissed on
16.05.2015. Hence, this revision petition.
I have heard learned counsel for the parties and have

gone through the paper-book carefully.
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Learned counsel for the petitioner pleads that at best it
could be said to be a case of attempt to cheat as ultimately the
petitioner did not get the grant. He urges that the petitioner is in
custody for almost 6 months and does not press the revision on
merits and the sentence may be reduced to already undergone.

On the other hand, learned State counsel had opposed
the prayer.

Both the Courts below had found that the charges had
been proved. It is a case of forgery. The petitioner had twice
applied under different names and parentage with a view to get
Rs. 2 lacs. He had used the documents as genuine when he
knew that it was forged.

The grant was not actually granted. Considering the
entire aspects and the circumstances, the sentence awarded to
the petitioner is reduced to the period of one year under Sections
420, 467, 468, 465, 471 IPC. The sentence of fine under different
heads remains unchanged. All the sentences shall run
concurrently.

With the above modification, the instant revision

petition stands disposed of.

October 29, 2015 (ANITA CHAUDHRY)
reena JUDGE
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