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Present: Mr. Tarun Yadav, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Atul Yadav, Advocate 
for respondents No.1 to 7.

Mr. Ramesh Kumar Ambavta, AAG, Haryana
for respondent No.8.
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1. Counsel for the petitioner has submitted that the acquittal of

the petitioner qua offence punishable under Section 324 of IPC is bad in

law.  In order to  substantiate,  he  wants  this  Court  to  re0appreciate  the

evidence which is beyond the scope of Section 401 of IPC.

2. In  view of  above,  this  Court  does  not  find  any reason to

interfere in the present petition.  Resultantly, the same is dismissed.
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Dinesh

Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes

Whether Reportable : No

DINESH KUMAR
2024.02.05 07:23
I attest to the accuracy and
integrity of this document


