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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH

CRR No. 452 of 2005 (O&M)
Date of decision : October 21, 2015

Gurdeep Singh and others,
...... Petitioners

State of Haryana
...... Respondent
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CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AJAY TEWARI
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Present:  Mr. APS Mann, Advocate
for the petitioners.

Mr. SS Pannu, DAG Haryana

Mr. AS Gulati, Advocate

for Mr. AS Sullar, Advocate

for the complainant.
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1. Whether Reporters of Local Newspapers may be allowed to see the
judgment ?

2. To be referred to the Reporters or not ?
3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the Digest ?

*kk

Ajay Tewari, J (Oral)

This revision petition has been filed by the petitioners against
their concurrent conviction by the Courts below under Sections 323, 325,

326, 34 of the IPC.

On 19.8.2015, the following contention was noticed :-
“ At the very outset learned counsel states that the

petitioner has been filed against the concurrent
conviction of the petitioners under Sections 323/325/
326/34 1PC and the petitioners were sentenced to three
years imprisonment. They have undergone five months
out of their total sentence and now the parties have
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arrived at a compromise.”

Thereafter, the report of the CJM Sirsa has been received
whereby it has been corroborated that the parties have indeed compromised
the matter.

Counsel for the petitioners has argued that the parties were
collateral and the dispute arose over the turn of water and, therefore, it
would be appropriate to honour the compromise and not to ignore it.

Learned DAG Haryana has argued that in any case, this Court
cannot and should not either quash the proceedings or acquit the petitioners
but he has fairly accepted that the compromise should not be completely
ignored if it had not taken place at all.

I find merit in the argument of counsel for the respondent and,
therefore, dismiss the revision petition while maintaining the conviction.
However, sentenced is reduced to the period which the petitioner have
already undergone.

(AJAY TEWARI )

October 21, 2015 JUDGE
‘KK’

KISHAN KUMAR

2015.10.28 10:26

I attest to the accuracy and
authenticity of this document
High Court Chandigarh



