AVIN KUMA|

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH
Sr. No.: 248

Criminal Miscellaneous No.M-36190 of 2014 (O & M)
Date of Decision: January 18, 2016

Jagjit Singh
...... APPELLANT
VERSUS
State of Punjab & others
..... RESPONDENTS

CORAM  HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE JASPAL SINGH

PRESENT: Mr. N.P.S. Mann, Advocate, for the petitioner.

Mr. Arjinder Singh Sidhu, Assistant Advocate General,
Punjab.

None for respondent Nos.2 and 3.

1. Whether Reports of local papers may be allowed to see the judgment?
2. To be referred to the Reporters or not?
3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the Digest?

Jaspal Singh, J

1. Challenge in this petition preferred under Section 482
Cr.P.C. is to order dated September 30, 2014 (Annexure P-7) passed by
the Judicial Magistrate 1% Class, Ludhiana, vide which an application
moved under Section 311 Cr.P.C. for accepting MLR and X-Ray report

of injured Jagjit Singh (Petitioner) has been dismissed.
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2. At the very outset of arguments, it has transpired that
impugned order passed by the learned Magistrate has not been
challenged by the petitioner before the Sessions Court.

3. Since, an efficacious remedy by way of filing a revision
petition before the Sessions Court is available, the petitioner could have
availed the said remedy before approaching this Court.

4. Accordingly, the petition is disposed of with a direction to
the petitioner to avail his remedy before the Sessions Court against
order dated September 30, 2014 (Annexure P-7). However, the delay in
filing the revision petition, if any, shall not be a hurdle for the proper

adjudication of the revision petition.

(Jaspal Singh)
January 18, 2016 Judge
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