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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CRR-1929-2018
Date of decision:-20.7.2018

Harmail Singh
...Petitioner

Versus

State of Punjab
...Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE H.S.MADAAN

Present: Mr.S.S. Swaich, Advocate
for the petitioner.
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H.S. MADAAN, J.

This revision petition is directed against the order dated
17.2.2018 passed by learned Additional Sessions Judge, Fatehgarh Sahib
framing a charge for the offence under Section 306 IPC against accused
Harmail Singh.

The FIR in question was registered by complainant
Gurvinder Singh, who therein contended that his sister Karamjit Kaur was
married with Harmail Singh (present petitioner) about 11 years earlier.
There are allegations of Harmail Singh troubling and harassing his wife

Karamjit Kaur and maintaining illicit relations with some other woman
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and on protest being raised by his wife Karamjit Kaur, giving beatings to
her. Karamjit Kaur had taken poison and committed suicide. In the FIR,
the complainant had alleged that Karamjit Kaur had ended her life due to
harassment by her husband Harmail Singh.

After registration of the FIR, the matter was investigated.
After completion of investigation, challan was filed against the accused in
the Court of law and thereafter charge for the offence under Section 306
IPC was framed vide the impugned order.

I have gone through the said order which is detailed one. The
contentions raised by learned State counsel and defence counsel have
been discussed and thereafter the Court found that a good prima facie case
was made out for framing charge against the accused for offence under
Section 306 IPC. The accused was charge-sheeted accordingly.

In the present case, I do not find any such illegality or
infirmity with the impugned order much less apparent on the face of it.
The order is certainly not in violation of settled principles of criminal
jurisprudence, which might have called interference by this Court while
exercising revisional jurisdiction.

Therefore, the revision petition is dismissed.

20.7.2018 (H.S.MADAAN)
Brij JUDGE
Whether reasoned/speaking : Yes/No

Whether reportable : Yes/No
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