225 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRR No0.2772 of 2015 (O&M)
Date of Decision: March 15, 2016
Sanjay Kumar Goel and another .... Petitioners
VS.
Ashwani Chadha .... Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDIP SINGH

Present: Mr. Puneet Gupta, Advocate for the petitioners.

Mr. D.K. Prajapati, Advocate for
Mr. R.S. Madan, Advocate
for the complainant/respondent.

1.Whether Reporters of Local Newspapers may be allowed to see the
Jjudgment?

2. To be referred to the Reporters or not?

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

Kuldip Singh J.(Oral)

Learned counsel for the petitioners has placed on file the
photocopy of receipt dated 17.02.2016 showing that he has
deposited additional 15% amount which comes to ¥3,46,913/- before
this Court. Earlier, a sum of ¥37,50,000/- was paid by the petitioners
to the complainant/respondent.

Learned counsel for the complainant/respondent states
that he has received the entire amount and has no objection, if the
judgment passed by both the courts below are set aside and he is
ordered to be paid 15% additional amount of ¥3,46,913/- deposited
before this Court by the petitioners.

It comes out that petitioner No.1 was convicted and
sentenced by the learned Judicial Magistrate 1** Class, Amabla for

the commission of offence punishable under Section 138 of the
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Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881 vide judgment of conviction dated
18.09.2013 and order of sentence dated 19.09.2013, which were
upheld in appeal by the learned Addl. Sessions Judge, Ambala, vide
judgment dated 24.07.2015.

Since, the parties have amicably settled their dispute,
therefore, the judgments passed by both the courts below are hereby
set aside. In addition to the amount already paid to the
complainant/respondent, a sum of ¥3,46,913/- deposited by the
petitioners before this Court vide receipt dated 17.02.2016 is ordered
to be paid to the complainant/respondent. Registry to comply.

Accordingly, the present revision stands allowed.

(KULDIP SINGH)
March 15, 2016 JUDGE
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