CRR no. 307 0of 2026 ~ Avneet Kaur vs Harinder Singh @ Happy

Present: Mr. Ravinder Kumar, Advocate for petitioner.
Ms. Vishivani Bansal, Additional Public Prosecutor

Arguments on the revision petition heard. Learned
Counsel for the petitioner has fairly conceded at Bar that the
revision has been filed against the order dated 20.04.2026
passed by the Court of Ms. Vakeelan Bibi, learned First Class
Judicial Magistrate, Payal, whereby the application of the
revisionist Under Section(s) 216 Criminal Procedure Code was
dismissed. The order, certified copy of which is placed on file,
of the learned First Class Judicial Magistrate, Payal, shows that
the application was moved only at the stage when the case was
fixed for evidence of defence. In K. Ravi v. State of Tamil Nadu
and Another 2024 SCC OnLine SC 2283, it has been held by
the Honourable Supreme Court at paragraph No.8 thereof as
follows: “It is pertinent to note that the order dismissing
application seeking modification of charge would be an
interlocutory order and in view of the express bar contained in
sub-section (2) of Section 397 Cr. P.C., the Revision Application
itself was not maintainable”. In view thereof, the present
petition is found not maintainable and is accordingly dismissed.

Copy of this order be forwarded to learned Trial

Court.
File be consigned to the records after due
compilation.
(Sumit Bhalla)
Addl. Sessions Judge,
Date of Order: 16.07.2026 Ludhiana.
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