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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

242 CRR-4846-2016
Date of Decision: August 16, 2018
rRajPal . Petitioner(s)
Versus
Abhey Ram and another . Respondent(s)

CORAM: HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE SUDHIR MITTAL

L

Present: Mr. Munish Mittal, Advocate for the petitioner.

k%

Sudhir Mittal, J. (Oral)

The petitioner is the complainant. On his complaint FIR No.407 dated
04.08.2011, was registered against the respondents under sections 323/325/34 IPC,
at Police Station Sadar Karnal. The learned trial Court convicted the respondents
under sections 323 and 325 read with section 34 IPC. However, taking into
consideration the fact that respondent No.1 was over 70 years of age and that
respondent No.2 was the sole bread-winner of his family, neither of them was
having any criminal antecedent coupled with the fact that they both underwent
protracted trial and to give them chance to reform themselves, the learned trial
Court ordered them to be released on probation of good conduct for a period of
six months and to pay compensation of Rs.10,000/- to the complainant-petitioner.
The appellate Court upheld the said judgment of conviction and order of releasing
the respondents on probation. Hence, the instant revision petition by the petitioner-

complainant.
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2. Learned counsel for the petitioner has not been able to point out any
error in the impugned judgments. His only argument is that a grievous injury had
been inflicted upon the person of the petitioner and therefore, the respondent
should not have been released on probation. This argument is not acceptable as
considering the injury grievous in nature, respondents were convicted under
section 325 IPC and by a well reasoned order were ordered to be released on
probation.

3. No error or illegality of procedure or jurisdiction has been pointed out
by learned counsel for the petitioner. Thus, the petition is without any merit and is

accordingly dismissed.

August 16, 2018 [SUDHIR MITTAL]
sonia arora JUDGE
Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes

Whether Reportable : No

Sonia Arora

2018.08.21 15:39

I attest to the accuracy and
integrity of this document
High Court Chandigarh



