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Present:-  Mr. Sandeep Kotla, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Parveen Kumar Aggarwal, DAG, Haryana.
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DEEPAK GUPTA, J. (ORAL)

This revision is against acquittal. The two respondents were
acquitted by Judicial Magistrate 1* Class, Hisar vide judgment dated
13.02.2019 in case arising out of FIR No.473 dated 07.06.2013 registered at
Police Station Civil Lines, Hisar, District Hisar under Sections 285, 506 of
the IPC & Section 27/54/59 of Arms Act.

2. The said acquittal was challenged by the complainant by filing
the appeal before the Sessions Court but appeal was dismissed vide
judgment dated 02.11.2022.

3. It is contended by learned counsel that after recording acquittal
on the basis of compromise, the respondents are misbehaving with the
petitioner.

4. The contention raised by learned counsel for the petitioner for

setting aside the impugned judgment of acquittal, which has been upheld by

NEETIKA TUTEJA
2023.04.28 16:28

| attest to the accuracy and
authenticity of this document.



2023:PHHC:060168
CRR-2778-2022 2

the Appellate Court, has absolutely no merit. Simply because the
respondents are misbehaving with the petitioner after acquittal as is alleged
by the petitioner cannot be the ground to set aside the acquittal.

5. Learned counsel could not point out any illegality or
irregularity in the impugned judgments passed by the Courts below in

acquitting the respondents.

6. Finding no merit in the revision, same is hereby dismissed.
April 27, 2023 (DEEPAK GUPTA)
Neetika Tuteja JUDGE

Whether Speaking/reasoned  Yes/No
Whether Reportable Yes/No
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