104 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRR No0.1269 of 2016 (O&M)
Date of Decision: April 01, 2016
Rinku @ Laxman .... Petitioner
VS.
State of Haryana .... Respondent
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDIP SINGH
Present: Mr. Parveen Kaushik, Advocate for the petitioner.

1.Whether Reporters of Local Newspapers may be allowed to see the
Jjudgment?

2. To be referred to the Reporters or not?

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

Kuldip Singh J.(Oral)

CRM-10786-2016

There is delay of 225 days in filing the present revision
petition.

For the reasons mentioned in the application, delay of
225 days in filing the present revision petition is condoned subject to
all just exception.

Application stands disposed of.

Main Case

The present revision petition is directed against the
judgment dated 19.05.2015 passed by learned Addl. Sessions
Judge, Rohtak, affirming the judgment of conviction dated
13.08.2014 and order of sentence dated 19.08.2014 passed by
Principal Magistrate, Juvenile Justice Board, Rohtak, whereby the
petitioner being a juvenile offener was held guilty for the commission
of offences punishable under Section 377 IPC and under Section 6

Protection of Children from Sexual Offences, Act, 2012 and was

swmar@rdered to be sent to Special Home for a period of two years.
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| have heard learned counsel for the petitioner and have
also carefully gone through the case file.

A perusal of judgments of both the Courts shows that the
victim had supported the prosecution case. He had stated that a
wrong act was done, which indicates the sexual abuse. His
statement is also supported by the medical evidence to show that he
was sexually assaulted. Both the parties are stated to be
neighbourers.

There is no reason for a seven years old minor to level
such false allegations against the present petitioner. The judgments
of both the courts below are well reasoned. There is no ground to
interfere in the same.

Accordingly, the present revision petition stands

dismissed.

(KULDIP SINGH)
April 01, 2016 JUDGE
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