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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

Crl. Revision 1742 of 2010
Date of decision: 16.03.2017

Daljit Keyr L Petitioner
Versus

State of Haryana and others ... Respondents

Coram: Hon'ble Mrs. Justice Rekha Mittal

Present: Mr. APS Shergill, Advocate
for the petitioner

Mr. Amrik Narwal, DAG, Haryana

Mr. Vinod Bhardwaj, Advocate
for respondent No. 2

None for respondent No. 3

.

Rekha Mittal, J. (Oral)

The present petition directs challenge against judgment dated
08.10.2008 passed by the Additional Sessions Judge, Kaithal whereby the
respondents namely Gagandeep Singh and Mukhtiar Singh have been
acquitted of the offence punishable under Sections 452, 376 read with
Section 511 and 120-B of the Indian Penal Code.

Counsel for the petitioner would submit that he does not
challenge the judgment passed by the trial Court so far as recording of an

order favourable to the respondents, acquitting of the offence charged

against them but the observations recorded by the trial Court in para 21 of

the judgment which may reflect on character of the petitioner for
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generations to come, may be set aside. It has been further submitted that the
trial Court has made these observations on the basis of certain documents
but those documents were never proved in accordance with law.

Counsel for the respondents have got no objection if the
observations recorded by the trial Court in para 21 of the judgment,
reflecting on character of the petitioner may be set aside.

In view of the above, the petition stands disposed of but
observations made by the trial Court “but certain documents have been
placed on record which reveal that the residents of village Pharal had
moved an application before Superintendent of Police, Kaithal that the
business of prostitution was deep rooted in village Pharal and prosecutrix
is named lady in that letter written on 26.06.2006”, would not cause

prejudice to the petitioner in any manner whatsoever.

(Rekha Mittal)
Judge

16.03.2017
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Whether speaking/reasoned:  Yes/No
Whether reportable : Yes/No
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