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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM No. M-40407 of 2015 (O/M)
Date of decision : 10.3.2016

Mahant Chamkaur Singh ... Petitioner
Versus

State of Punjab and others ... Respondents

CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDIP SINGH

Present:- Mr. H.S. Bedi, Advocate, for the petitioner.

1. Whether the Reporters of local newspaper may be allowed to
see the judgment ?

2. To be referred to the Reporter or not.

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

KULDIP SINGH J. (ORAL)

The petitioner has impugned the order dated 11.12.2014
(Annexure-P-5), passed by the learned Additional Sessions Judge,
Patiala, vide which the revision filed against the order dated
19.7.2013 (Annexure-P-4), passed by the learned Additional Chief
Judicial Magistrate, Patiala, for framing the charges under Sections
452, 307, 392, 295-A IPC, was dismissed.

Heard.

The learned counsel for the petitioner contends that the
charges under Sections 307, 552, 295-A and 392 IPC are also made
out. At the time of framing of charge, the learned Additional Chief
Judicial Magistrate, Patiala, had examined the material placed on file

and accordingly framed the charges. The matter was tested in
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revision. Therefore, this Court cannot go into the merits of the case.

Dismissed.

However, if during evidence, some material comes on
file, it will always be open to the petitioner to file an application for
amendment of charge.

(KULDIP SINGH)
JUDGE

10.3.2016
sjks



