IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH

(303) CRM-M-8089 of 2016
Date of decision: 21.09.2016
Gurwinder Singh and Others ...petitioners
Vs.
State of Punjab and Another ...respondents

CRM-M-20331 of 2016

2.

Nirmal Singh & Others ...petitioners
Vs.

State of Punjab & Another ...respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE A.B. CHAUDHARI

Present: Mr. Vivek S. Thakur, Advocate for the petitioners
in CRM No. M-8089 of 2016 and respondent No. 2
in CRM-M No. 20331 of 2016.

Ms. Rimpaljit Kaur, Assistant Advocate General, Punjab.

Mr. Vishal Satija, Advocate for the petitioners in
CRM-M No. 20331 of 2016 and respondent No. 2
in CRM-M No. 8089 of 2016.

sfeosk sk ook

A.B. CHAUDHARI, J.( ORAL).

Heard learned counsel for the rival parties.

Vide this common order above mentioned two petitions are being disposed
of.

In FIR No.248 dated 11.10.2015 registered under Sections 324/323/34 of
IPC at Police Station Shahkot, District Jalandhar, the petitioners are being prosecuted.

Mr. Vishal Satija, Advocate for respondent No. 2-Complainant states that
now compromise has taken place between the parties. Counsel for both the parties state
that there is cross case and in other case DDR No.29 dated 11.10.2015 registered against
the petitioners. Looking into the nature of offences under Sections 323/324/34 of IPC

and further fact that counsel for both the parties accused as well as complainant are
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present and that the compromise between the parties has been arrived at in order to live
in peace and harmony, permission for compounding/compromise of the offences should
be granted.

In that view of the matter, FIR No.248 dated 11.10.2015 registered under
Sections 324/323/34 of IPC at Police Station Shahkot, District Jalandhar is quashed by
way of compounding/compromise along with all consequential proceedings arising
therefrom subject to payment of cost in the sum of ¥ 1,000/- each petitioner with the
District Collector, Jalandhar within eight weeks.

In the other case DDR No.29 dated 11.10.2015, recorded in case FIR
No.248 dated 11.10.2015 registered under Sections 324/323/34 of IPC at Police Station
Shahkot, District Jalandhar, petitioners are being prosecuted.

Compromise has taken place between the parties.

In that view of the matter, DDR No.29 dated 11.10.2015, recorded in case
FIR No.248 dated 11.10.2015 registered under Sections 324/323/34 of IPC at Police
Station Shahkot, District Jalandhar is quashed by way of compounding/compromise along
with all consequential proceedings arising therefrom subject to payment of cost in the
sum of ¥ 2,000/- by each petitioner with the District Collector, Jalandhar within a period
of 10 weeks, if, the cost as stated above is not deposited with the District Collector,
Jalandhar, this Order shall stand automatically recalled.

Disposed of.

(A.B.CHAUDHARI)
JUDGE

September 21, 2016
Poonam (II)

Whether speaking/reasoned: Yes No

Whether Reportable: Yes No.
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