111 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH
CRR No0.921 of 2016 (O&M)
Date of Decision: March 16, 2016

Ram Singh .... Petitioner
VS.

State of Haryana .... Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDIP SINGH

Present: Mr. Vikas Lochab, 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)

Impugned in the present revision petition is the order dated
17.12.2015 passed by learned Addl. Sessions Judge, Faridabad, vide
which the application filed under Section 311 Cr.P.c. for recalling PWA1
Jagdish, PW2 Subhash and PW10 Ombir for further cross-examination
was dismissed.

It comes out that earlier application filed under Section 311
Cr.P.C. for recalling PW1 Jagdish and PW2 Subhash for cross-examination
was dismissed on 19.05.2015. The said order has now become final.

This is the second application with the addition of cross-
examination of PW10 Ombir on the ground that the complainant wants to
procure the said withesses after their cross-examination to the effect that
they had not withesses the occurrence and no recovery was effected in
their presence.

If the present petitioner is allowed to cross-examine the said
witnesses, he will win over them at the later stage. Thus, there is no ground
to interfere in the impugned order.

Accordingly, the present revision petition stands dismissed.

(KULDIP SINGH)
March 16, 2016 JUDGE
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