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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH.

CRR-4286 of 2014 (O&M)
Date of Decision: September 18, 2015

Manjeet Kaur
....Petitioner
Versus

Jatinder Singh @ Mintu and another
..... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE RAJAN GUPTA
Present: Mr. R.K.Singla, Advocate

for the petitioner.

Ms.Rajni Gupta, Addl.A.G, Punjab.

Rajan Gupta, J (Oral)

Present revision is directed against the order passed by
Additional Sessions Judge, Tarn Taran whereby accused has been
convicted for offence under Section 363 IPC and sentenced to undergo 5
months rigourous imprisonment.

FIR was lodged by the complainant-Manjit Kaur. She alleged
that her minor daughter had been enticed and abducted by the accused.
Resultantly, FIR No.32 dated 24.3.2014 under Sections 363, 366-A, 376
IPC and Section 4 of Protection of Children from Sexual Offences Act,
2012 was registered. Investigation ensued. After completion of
investigation, challan was presented before Additional Sessions Judge,
Tarn Taran. Prosecution examined as many as eight witnesses. In her
statement under Section 313 Cr.P.C, accused pleaded innocence. Trial
court, however, found him guilty only for offence under Section 363 IPC,

daughter of complainant being minor at the relevant time. It thus,
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sentenced the accused to undergo 5 months rigourous imprisonment. The
court did not find it a fit case to release the petitioner on probation. It,
however, reduced the sentence to that already undergone by him.

Aggrieved, present revision has been filed. Stand of the
petitioner is that there was clear cut evidence before the court to convict
the accused under other offences as well. I find no merit in the plea.
Admittedly, daughter of the complainant and accused are living together.
There is no ground to interfere in revisional jurisdiction.

Dismissed.
CRM-M-39807 of 2014

As the main case has been heard and decided on merits, no

order is required to be passed on this application for condonation of delay.

Dismissed.

(Rajan Gupta)
Judge

September 18, 2015
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