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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CRR-1730-2024
Date of decision: 05.11.2024

Inderdeep Singh ...Petitioner
Versus
State of Punjab ...Respondent
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KARAMIJIT SINGH
Present: Mr. Satwant Singh Rangi, Advocate and
Ms. Sukhanpreet Kaur Rangi, Advocate
for the petitioner.
Mr. J.S. Dhaliwal, AAG, Punjab.
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KARAMUJIT SINGH, J. (ORAL)

1. The present revision petition is preferred by petitioner/accused
against the order and charge-sheeted dated 06.06.2024 vide which the Court
of Additional Sessions Judge (Fast Track Special Court) Ludhiana framed
charge against the petitioner and other accused persons under Section 307
IPC in addition to offences punishable under Sections 326, 324, 427, 148,
149 IPC in a criminal case having FIR No.78 dated 17.07.2016, Police
Station Sudhar (Now Police Station Jodhan), Ludhiana (Rural).

2. On the last date of hearing, the counsel for the petitioner had
argued that during investigation police received medical opinion with
regard to the injuries and the said injuries were not found to be dangerous to
life. However, the police presented supplementary challan against the
petitioner under Section 307 IPC along with other provisions of IPC. The
only grievance of the counsel for the petitioner is that no offence under
Section 307 IPC is made out against the petitioner.

3. In compliance of the previous order passed by this Court, the
State has filed status report by way of affidavit of Navneet Singh Bains,

IPS, Senior Superintendent of Police, Police District Ludhiana (Rural).
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4. Varinder Singh Khosa, DSP Mullanpur, Dakha (Ludhiana
Rural), who has appeared in person, made statement that as per the
investigation conducted by the police, till date no offence under Section 307
IPC is made out in the present case. He further stated that even the status
report filed on behalf of the State is very clear about this aspect of the case.
5. The counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioner made
statement that the present petition be disposed of in the light of the aforesaid
status report coupled with the statement made by the DSP Varinder Singh
Khosa and the matter be remitted back to the Court concerned to pass a
fresh order in the light of the afore-stated circumstances and the status
report submitted by the State.

6. In the light of the above, as the gazetted police officer
concerned has made statement in the Court that no offence under Section
307 IPC is made out against the accused at this stage, the impugned order
whereby the learned trial Court has framed charges under Section 307 IPC
against the present petitioner and other accused persons is hereby set aside
and the matter is remanded back to the Court of Additional Sessions Judge
concerned at Ludhiana to pass a fresh order with regard to framing of
charges against the accused persons including the present petitioner, in
accordance with law. The parties are directed to appear before the trial

Court on the date already fixed in the trial.

7. The present petition is disposed of in aforesaid terms.
05.11.2024 (KARAMUJIT SINGH)
Yogesh JUDGE
Whether speaking/reasoned:- Yes/No
Whether reportable:- Yes/No
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