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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM No. M-44231 of 2014 (O/M)
Date of decision : 26.2.2015

Gurlaljit Singh and others ... Petitioners

Versus

State of Punjab and another ... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDIP SINGH

Present:- Mr. Jagpal Singh, Advocate, for,
Mr. Sandeep S. Majithia, Advocate, for the petitioners.

Mr. Ashish Sanghi, Deputy A.G., Punjab.

Mr. Munish Raj Chaudhary, Advocate,
for respondent No. 2.

1. Whether the Reporters of local newspaper may be allowed to see
the judgment ?

To be referred to the Reporter or not.

Whether the judgment should be reported in the digest ?
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KULDIP SINGH, J. (ORAL)

Pursuant to the order dated 24.12.2014, passed by this
Court, the report of the learned Judicial Magistrate 1% Class,
Barnala, received. The learned Judicial Magistrate 1% Class,
Barnala, has reported that the statements of the
complainant/respondent No. 2 (injured) and accused have been
recorded to the effect that they have entered into a compromise,

which is voluntary and without any coercion or undue influence.
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A perusal of FIR in question shows that the allegations
are of causing simple injuries. It is stated that petitioner No. 3 is the
real sister of complainant/respondent No. 2 (injured). The parties
are near relations.

In view of the fact that the parties are near relations and
injuries were simple in nature, FIR No. 1 dated 2.1.2010, registered
under Sections 323/324/34 IPC at Police Station Sehna, District
Barnala, alongwith consequential proceedings stand quashed.

Petition is accordingly allowed.
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