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215 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HAR'YAR A document
AT CHANDIGARH

CRR No. 1953 of 2014 (O/M)
Date of decision : 4.7.2017
Lakhvir Singh . Revisionist
Versus
State of Punjab . Respondent

CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDIP SINGH

Present:-  Mr. K.S. Brar, Advocate, for,
Mr. S.P.S. Sidhu, Advocate, for revisionist.

Mr. C.L. Pawar, Senior DAG Punjab.

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

To be referred to the Reporter or not.

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

N

KULDIP SINGH J. (ORAL)

Heard.
The present revision is against the concurrent judgments dated
3.9.2012 and 21.5.2014 of the two Courts below, vide which present

revisionist was convicted under Sections 120-B and 420 IPC and sentenced

as under :-
Under Section = Imprisonment Fine  In default of payment of
fine
120-B IPC Rigorous imprisonment - -
for 6 months
420 IPC Rigorous imprisonment Rs. 2000/-To undergo rigorous
for 2 years each imprisonment for one
month.
The short prayer made at this stage is for reduction in the
sentence.

In the present revision, revisionist was party to the conspiracy,
in which the main accused Mukhtiar Singh impersonated before the bank to
obtain the loan and mortgaged the land belonging to somebody else. The

revisionist has already been convicted in other two similar cases.
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Keeping in view the fact that revisionist is a habitual offender, no reduction

in the sentence is possible. Hence, the present revision is dismissed.

(KULDIP SINGH)
JUDGE
4.7.2017
sjks

Whether speaking / reasoned ; Yes

Whether Reportable ; No



