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C .. A. T. Bench, JAIPUR. 

o.A. N'o. 692/92 Orders 

t1r. P.n. Kh2!nno - Counsel for the applicant. 

Mr. Y..n. Shrimal - counsel for the respondents. 

Heard thE: le.!irned counsel for the pc..cties. 

2. The l•::!Clrned coune~l for: the applicant submits 

that he 't·!ants to 't..rith:1ro~V' the petition, t.;it:.h a liberty 

to file 2 frec;h petition as he Ncnts to move an applic2ti.::')n 

before the Hon'ble High Court because there is no 

~ r~ference about the punishmGnt a':lard~d U/S 148 I.P •• 

The prayer i.s allot-red. The application is 

dismissed, \'Jith a libert1r t,:;, file a fresh petition. 

( O.P. SHARMA ) 
Admini~trative M€~mber 

( D.L. HEHTA ) 
V ic(~-Chairman 

P.efore the eign?.turt!s, t-1r. P .1j o. i~hanna reconsiden:rl 

the matter and sut.mitte:l that th~ orders may be passed on 
I 

merits, and he should bE allO'tooJecl tt::' r•E!call the earlier 

prayer. The earlier prayer is recalled a~ th~ same has 

not been signed. 

2. 

is a 

In the Ju.~lgment of the H.::m '~le High Court, there 

specific reference thr.::tt the appl\cant t-tas ~~onvicted 
and. sentenced to und-::rgo imprisonrn•E:nt f~r one year 

u;s 148 IPC. There is a rl9ferenc~ ~hat t.he applicant has 

b·:::en acquitted njs 302 read t--~ith Section 149 IPC but 

there is no referen.::e th.~t th~ applicant has been acr,-uitted 

U/S 148 IPC. Unles~:: the applicant moves an applicati.:.'n 

for the co1.~rection of .rudgmEnt U/S 482 or he takes any 

action fc>r the correction of the Judgment. it shall be 

deemed thtlt t.he convicti.::'r' U/S 14B !PC has been mainta.ined 

and he has n•:>t been acquitted U/S 148 IPC. 

3. In such circumstances. we do not find force in 

the appli.~<:,tion and thi~ same is dismis:=ed, vlith a liberty 

to file a fresh appl1cation. 
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