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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRR 2386-2017(0&M)
Date of decision: 15.11.2017

Shingara Singh
.....Petitioner
versus
State of Punjab
...... Respondent

CORAM: Hon’ble Mr.Justice Kuldip Singh

Present: Mr.Pranav Chadha, Advocate for the petitioner
Ms.Monika Jalota, DAG Punjab

1. Whether Reporters of Local Newspapers may be allowed to see the
judgment ?

2. To be referred to the Reporters or not ?

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

Kuldip Singh, J. (Oral)

CRM 21307-2017

For the reasons mentioned in the application the same is
allowed and delay of 80 days in filing the revision petition stands condoned.

CRR 2386-2017(0&M)

Vide judgment of conviction dated 17.9.2015, passed by
learned Sub Divisional Judicial Magistrate, Dhuri, petitioner was convicted

under Sections 279, 304-A and 427 IPC and sentenced as under:-

Sr.No. @ Name of the accused Under Section Sentence
1 Shingara Singh 279 IPC To undergo R.I. for six months
304-A IPC To undergo R.I. for one year

and to pay fine of Rs.1000/-.
In default thereof, he will
further undergo R.I. For seven
days.

427 1IPC To undergo R.I. for six months

All the sentences were directed to run concurrently.
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Appeal against the said judgment was dismissed by learned
Additional Sessions Judge, Sangrur vide judgment dated 18.1.2017.

On the last date of hearing, learned counsel for the petitioner
after arguing for sometime, had restricted the prayer to the quantum of
sentence only.

Custody certificate dated 15.11.2017 filed in Court today and
the same is taken on record. It shows that the petitioner has undergone the
total sentence of 5 months and 10 days, including remissions of 20 days. In
this case, one person lost his life.

Considering the fact that about more than 400 persons daily
lose their lives in the motor vehicular accidents in India and it is continuous
process, I do not find any ground to show any leniency in the sentence.

Resultantly, the present revision petition stands dismissed.

Petitioner be re-arrested to undergo the remaining part of

sentence.

15.11.2017 (Kuldip Singh)
gk Judge
Whether speaking/ reasoned: Yes

Whether Reportable: No
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