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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRR No. 469 of 2016 (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)

This is revision against the judgment dated 17.10.2015, passed
by the learned Additional Sessions Judge, Ferozepur, affirming that of the
learned Judicial Magistrate 1* Class, Zira, dated 17.1.2015, vide which the
present revisionist was convicted under Sections 419 and 420 IPC and was
sentenced to undergo rigorous imprisonment for 18 months and fine of Rs.
5,000/-, in default thereof, to further under rigorous imprisonment for one
month on each count. Both the sentences were directed to run concurrently.

I have heard the learned counsels for both the parties and have
also carefully gone through the file.

The short prayer made at the stage of argument is for reduction
in the sentence.

The perusal of the judgment of the lower Court shows that the

allegations against the revisionist are that one Palwinder Singh,
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misrepresenting himself to be Pargat Singh, approached the Manager of
State Bank of Patiala, Branch Makhu, for a loan of Rs. 6 lakhs for purchase
of harvester combine. The said Palwinder Singh produced the copy of
jamabandi of said Pargat Singh. The said Palwinder Singh was identified by
Lakhvir Singh (revisionist) in the bank to be Pargat Singh. Palwinder Singh
accordingly mortgaged the said land, belonging to said Pargat Singh, vide
mortgage deed dated 30.8.1999. Subsequently, Palwinder Singh failed to
repay the loan amount and in inquiry, it came out that the jamabandi and
khasra girdawari are the forged documents and impersonation was made by
said Palwinder Singh.

I am of the view that the allegations are very serious. There is
active participation of present revisionist in helping Palwinder Singh to
misrepresent as Pargat Singh and obtain loan on the basis of forged
jamabandi and khasra girdawari and execution of the mortgage deed. In
these circumstances, it is not a fit case for reduction in the sentence. Hence,
the present revision is dismissed. Let revisionist, who is stated to be in
custody in some other case, be also taken into custody in this case to

undergo the remaining part of the sentence.

(KULDIP SINGH)
JUDGE
4.7.2017
sjks
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