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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRR No. 2654 of 2017 (O/M)
Date of decision : 4.8.2017

Dheera Masih . Revisionist
Versus
State of Punjab . Respondent

CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDIP SINGH

Present:-  Mr. Amandeep Singh Manaise, Advocate, for revisionist.

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

2. To be referred to the Reporter or not.

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

.

KULDIP SINGH J. (ORAL)

Present revision is directed against the judgment dated
10.7.2017, passed by the learned Additional Sessions Judge, Gurdaspur,
affirming the judgment of conviction and order of sentence dated
16.10.2015, passed by the learned Judicial Magistrate 1* Class, Batala, vide
which revisionist was convicted under Section 61 (1) (c¢) of the Punjab
Excise Act, 1914, and was sentenced to undergo rigorous imprisonment for
one year and fine of Rs. 5,000/-, in default thereof, to further undergo
rigorous imprisonment for thirty days.

Heard.

In the instant case, police had received a secret information on
10.9.2009 and thereafter conducted a raid at the house of revisionist.
Accused was found distilling illicit liquor by working a still in the Varanda
of his house. He was apprehended at the spot. The components of still
were taken into possession.

The learned counsel for revisionist has argued that there are



Sanjiv Kumar Sharma
2017.08.05 12:40
| attest to the accuracy and

CRR No. 2654 of 2017 (O/M) autheniciy o s document

some discrepancies. However, no major discrepancy is found, which cut at
the root of the prosecution case. Prosecution case is required to be
corroborated with material particulars. Since the recovery is from the
house, no independent witness should be expected. After going through the
judgments of both the Courts below, I do not find any illegality or infirmity
in the same. The sentence awarded by the Court below is already minimum,

provided for the offence. Hence, present revision stands dismissed.

(KULDIP SINGH)
JUDGE
4.8.2017
sjks
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