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233-a IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRR-3502 of 2016 (O&M)
Date of Decision: 01.12.2016
Gurpreet Singh . Petitioner
versus
State of Punjab ....Respondent

CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AJAY TEWARI
*k%
Present: Mr. M.S.Sidhu, Advocate for the petitioner.
Mr. K.S.Pannu, DAG, Punjab.

AJAY TEWARLI, J. (Oral)

This revision has been filed against the concurrent
conviction of the petitioner for the commission of offences under
Sections 411 and 489 IPC in FIR No.147 dated 11.05.2009 registered at
Police Station Samana.

The sentence awarded to the petitioner is as under:-

Sentence under|Imprisonment |Fine In default of
Section awarded payment of fine
Section 411 [PC |[R.I.  for  two Rs.1000/- S.I.  for one
years. month.
Section 489 IPC |R.I. for one year. Rs.500/- S.I. for one
month.

Custody certificate by way of affidavit of Manjeet Singh
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Sidhu, PPS, Deputy Superintendent, Central Jail, Patiala on behalf of
State has been filed and the same is taken on record. Copy supplied to the
counsel opposite. As per the custody certificate the petitioner has
undergone actual sentence of 04 months and 04 days out of the total
sentence of 02 years.

As per the allegations, co-accused Taljinder Singh is habitual
of stealing motor vehicles and forging their registration copy. On
11.05.2009 when the co-accused was coming towards Samana on a
forged motorcycle bearing No. PB-42-A-011 the police stopped him and
on asking of documents he could not produce the same. On checking,
the police found that a sticker was pasted on number plate when it was
removed a number plate bearing No. HR-22D-2008 was found and the
present FIR was registered and the investigation was conducted then the
co-accused told the police about the present petitioner and after 10 days
of FIR, the petitioner was arrested and challan was presented.

Learned counsel for the petitioner has argued that the
petitioner was not convicted under Section 467 IPC and only convicted
under Sections 411 and 489 IPC otherwise his antecedents are clear and
he has a young son.

In my considered opinion, these factors would justify a
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reduction in the sentence. Consequently, the revision against the
conviction is dismissed but the sentence of the petitioner is reduced to 08
months.

Revision petition stands disposed of.

Since the main case has been decided, the Criminal Misc.

Application, if any, also stands disposed of.

(AJAY TEWARI)
JUDGE
01.12.2016
anuradha
Whether speaking/reasoned Yes/No

Whether Reportable : Yes/No



