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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA

AT CHANDIGARH.
243 CRM-M-37775-2016.
Date of Decision: 25.10.2017.
Satish Arora @ Sunny @ Deva ....Petitioner.
Versus
State of Punjab and another ....Respondents.
*k%

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAMENDRA JAIN

Present: = Mr. Deepak Aggarwal, Advocate, for
Mr. Veneet Sharma, Advocate, for the petitioner.

Ms. Jaspreet Kaur, Assistant Advocate General, Punjab.

Mr. Sandeep Sharma, Advocate for respondent No.2.
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Ramendra Jain, J.(Oral)

Through this petition under Section 482 of the Code of
Criminal Procedure, prayer has been made for quashing F.I.R. No.66 dated
23.10.2014 registered under Sections 307, 506, 380, 411 of the Indian Penal
Code and Section 25/27 of the Arms Act, at Police Station 'D' Division,
Amrtisar City, District Amritsar, on the basis of compromise dated
30.09.2016 (Annexure-P2).

Vide order dated 18.01.2017 passed by a co-ordinate Bench of
this Court, the petitioner as also respondent No.2 were directed to appear
before the trial Court on 25.01.2017, i.e. the date already fixed before that
Court, to get their statements recorded for compromise with a direction to
the trial Court to furnish a report alongwith the recorded statements qua

veracity of the compromise, if any, between the parties.
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Consequently, the parties had appeared before the Additional
Sessions Judge, Amritsar, on 25.01.2017 and got recorded their statements
for compromise and report from the concerned Judge has also been received
vide letter bearing No.22 dated 31.01.2017 duly forwarded by learned
District and Sessions Judge, Amritsar vide Endst. No0.996R dated
02.02.2017.

According to the report of Additional Sessions Judge, Amritsar,
the compromise between the parties is genuine and without any pressure or
undue influence.

Learned counsel for the respondent-State has fairly conceded
that the provisions of Section 307 IPC are not attracted in the case as there
is no injury on the person of the complainant or anyone else.

In view of the totality of the facts and circumstances and
considering the fact that the compromise will bring harmony in relations
between the parties, the present petition is accepted and the aforesaid F.I.R.

No.66, is hereby quashed qua the petitioner only.

(RAMENDRA JAIN)
JUDGE
25.10.2017
Jitender sharma
Whether speaking/ reasoned Yes/ No
Whether Reportable Yes/ No
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