
IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND  HARYANA 

AT CHANDIGARH 

Reserved on 18th of October, 2022

Pronounced on 29th October, 2022

CRM-M No.43017  of 2014

Smt. Neelam

....Petitioner

Versus

Kitab Singh and others

...Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE PANKAJ JAIN

Present : Mr. R.K. Bagga, Advocate 

for the petitioner.

Mr. Arihant Jain, Advocate 

for respondents No.1, 2 and 4.

PANKAJ JAIN, J. (ORAL)

This  is  a  Revision Petition filed by widow-Neelam who

has accused her father-in-law Kitab Singh and other relatives of having

murdered  her  husband  Sunil.  Complaint  was  filed  against  the

respondents for offences punishable under Section 302/201/120-B, 34

IPC.  At the stage of summoning, the Trial Court found that :
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2. The Revisional Court concurred with the order passed by

the Trial Court dismissing the complaint filed by the petitioner holding

that the complaint is apparently a counter-blast of the case registered

against the petitioner for offence punishable under Section 306 read

with Section 34 IPC for abetment to suicide of her husband.

3. Apart from this, it will also be apt to notice herein that in

the connected CRM-A No.768-MA of 2016 arising out the complaint

case  wherein  the  present  petitioner  was  accused  of  having  abetted

suicide  of  deceased  Sunil  Kumar,  this  Court  after  referring  to  the

suicide note left by Sunil Kumar has held that it was Sunil Kumar only

who has taken his life and the petitioner stands acquitted in the said

case.

4. Ld. Counsel for the petitioner has not been able to point

out any circumstance to make out a case to exercise jurisdiction under

Section 482 Cr.P.C.  He has not been able to show any evidence that

could  constitute  prima  facie case  against  the  respondents  for

summoning them for offence punishable under Section 302/34 IPC.  
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5. Consequently,  the  present  petition  is  dismissed  being

without any merit.

October 29, 2022                                   (PANKAJ JAIN)

Dpr                      JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes/No

Whether reportable : Yes/No
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