101 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

1. CRM Nos. 11730 and 14898 of 2016 in/and
CRA-S No.1604-SB of 2011 (O&M)
Date of decision : May 26, 2016

Raj Singh and another = ... Appellants
Versus
State of Punjab = ... Respondent
2. CRM Nos. 11743 and 14941 of 2016 in/and

CRA-S No.1628-SB of 2011 (O&M)
Date of decision : May 26, 2016

Shinderpal Singh and others ... Appellants
Versus

State of Punjab = ... Respondent

CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDIP SINGH

Present:- Mr. S.S. Sodhi, Advocate for the applicants-appellants
in CRA-S No.1604-SB of 2011.

Mr. Pardeep Singh Mirpur, Advocate
for the applicants-appellants in CRA-S No.1628-SB-2011.

Mr. Ashish Sanghi, DAG, Punjab.

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

To be referred to the Reporter or not.

3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the digest ?

N

KULDIP SINGH J. (ORAL)

This order of mine shall dispose of CRA-S No.1604-SB of
2011 and CRA-S No.1628-SB of 2011.

The affidavits of all the three applicants-appellants-injured,
namely Raj Singh, Shinderpal Singh and Jasbir Singh have been filed, who
are present in the court today and have affirmed the correctness of the

affidavits.

SARITA RANI

2016.05.28 14:26

I attest to the accuracy and
authenticity of this document
Chandigarh



SARITA RANI
2016.05.28 14:26

CRA-S No0.1604-SB of 2011 (O&M) -2-

It comes out that Raj Singh and Jasvir Singh were convicted for
the commission of offences punishable under Sections 452, 323 and 324
read with Section 34 IPC, whereas in the cross case, Shinderpal has been
convicted for the commission of offence punishable under Sections 342,
323, 325 read with Section 34 IPC. All the parties are real brothers.

In the cross case, Shinderpal Singh, Sardul Singh, Avtar Singh
and Birbal Singh have been convicted for the commission of offences
punishable under Sections 323, 325 and 342 IPC. Now, the parties have
compromised the matter. Therefore, the main appeals are ordered to be
taken on board and listed for hearing today.

CRM No.11730 of 2016 in CRA-S No.1604-SB of 2011 and
CRM No.11743 0f 2016 in CRA-S No0.1628-SB of 2011 are allowed.

Main Cases

Since, the parties have amicably settled their dispute, therefore,
in order to keep good relations between the parties, the sentence of the
appellants in both the cases is reduced to the period already undergone by
them.

Accordingly, both the appeals stand disposed of.

(KULDIP SINGH)
JUDGE
May 26, 2016
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