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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRR 2813 0f 2015 (O/M)

Date of decision : 24.5.2016
Samay Singh . Petitioner

Versus

State of Haryana and others ... Respondents

CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDIP SINGH

Present:-  Mr. Udayveer Singh, Advocate, for,
Mr. Partap Singh, Advocate, for the petitioner.

Mr. Pawan Gaur, Deputy A.G. Haryana.

Mr. Vinod K. Kanwal, Advocate, for,
Mr. Ashit Malik, Advocate,
for respondents No. 2 to 9.

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)

The private respondents No. 2 to 9 have been convicted under
Sections 323, 452 read with Sections 149, 148 and 506 IPC and sentenced
to undergo various imprisonments ranging from two months to one year by
the learned Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate, Kurukshetra, vide
judgment of conviction dated 18.5.2013 and order of sentence dated
20.5.2013. In the appeal, the learned Additional Sessions Judge,
Kurukshetra, vide judgment dated 21.5.2015, released them (private
respondents) on probation. The present revision has been filed by Samay
Singh (injured).

The notice was issued to the opposite party only on the limited

question of grant of adequate compensation to Samay Singh (injured).



SANJIV KUMAR SHARMA
2016.05.26 12:46
| attest to the accuracy and

CRR 2813 Of 201 5 (O/M) authenticity of th_iQd_ocument

I have heard the learned counsel for the petitioner, the learned
State counsel, the learned proxy counsel appearing for the learned counsel
for private respondents No. 2 to 9 and have also carefully gone through the
file.

According to the learned counsel for the complainant-
petitioner, Samay Singh (injured) had received five injuries i.e. two on the
legs, two on the back and one on the hand. All these injuries were found to
be simple in nature.

Considering the nature of injuries, I am of the view that Samay
Singh (injured) is entitled to some compensation. Therefore, all the private
respondents No. 2 to 9 are ordered to pay jointly Rs. 2,700/- as
compensation to Samay Singh (injured) under Section 357 Cr.P.C. The said
compensation shall be equally shared by private respondents No. 2 to 9.

The present revision is accordingly allowed to the said extent.

(KULDIP SINGH)
JUDGE
24.5.2016
sjks



