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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-5674-2016
Date of Decision: 31.05.2016

DEEPAK RAM PAL ... Petitioner
VS.

STATE OF PUNJAB AND ANOTHER ..Respondents
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDIP SINGH

Present: Petitioner in person with
Mr. Onkar Singh Batalvi, Advocate.

Mr. P.S. Paul, DAG, Punjab.

Respondent No. 2 in person with
Mr. D.R. Bansal, Advocate.

skeskskock

1. Whether the Reporters of local newspaper may be allowed to see the judgment ?
2. To be referred to the Reporter or not.
3 Whether the judgment should be reported in the digest ?

KULDIP SINGH J. (ORAL)

Both the parties are present in Court today and have stated that the
matter has been compromised in the Mediation and Conciliation Centre of this
Court. The copy of the settlement dated 23.12.2015 (Annexure P-5) has been
filed.

It comes out that there was a matrimonial dispute between the
petitioner and his wife. Respondent No. 2 is the brother-in-law of the
petitioner. Now, the matrimonial dispute between the petitioner and his wife is
stated to be amicably settled and they are living in Kerala.

In the present case, there are allegations that the petitioner has
caused some injury to respondent No. 2. The perusal of the settlement of the
Mediation and Conciliation Centre of this Court shows that the parties have
agreed to get the present FIR No. 299 dated 28.10.2014
(Annexure P-1) registered under Sections 452, 323, 427, 506, 34 IPC at Police

Station Cantonment, District Amritsar City, quashed by making statement.
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Respondent No. 2 present in Court, also confirms about the settlement of the
Mediation Conciliation Centre of this Court.

In view of the said settlement dated 23.12.2015 before the
Mediation and Conciliation Centre of this Court (Annexure P-5) between the
parties, the FIR No. 299 dated 28.10.2014 (Annexure P-1) registered under
Sections 452, 323, 427, 506, 34 IPC at Police Station Cantonment, District

Amritsar City stands quashed alongwith all subsequent proceedings arising

therefrom.

In view of the above, the present petition stands allowed.
May 31, 2016 | KULDIP SINGH ]
Suresh Kumar JUDGE

SURESH KUMAR
2016.06.03 15:20

| attest to the accuracy and
integrity of this document



