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 SLP(Crl.)No. 1694 OF 2004
ITEM No.52                   Court No.10                  SECTION IIA
                                                          

                S U P R E M E   C O U R T   O F   I N D I A
                          RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

   Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.) No. 1694/2004

   (From the judgement and order dated 20/10/2003 in CRLA 12/90
   of The HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH)

  MAKHAN SINGH & ORS.                                       Petitioner (s)

                              VERSUS

  STATE OF PUNJAB                                           Respondent (s)

( With Appln(s). for bail and permission to place addl. documents on record,exemption from fil
ing c/c of the impugned Judgment and Impleadment )
( With Office Report ) 

  Date : 12/04/2004 This  Petition  was  called on for hearing today.

  CORAM :
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE K.G. BALAKRISHNAN             
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE B.N. SRIKRISHNA               
                                                             

  For Petitioner (s)  Mr. D.S. Bali, Sr. Adv.
             Ms. Shalu Sharma, Adv.         

  For Respondent (s)  Mr. Rajesh K. Sharma, Adv.
                        Mr. Goodwill Indeevar,Adv.

            UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                               O R D E R 

Leave granted.

The appeal is disposed of in terms of the signed 

order.

(R.K. DHAWAN)    (VEERA VERMA)      COURT MASTER         COURT MASTER
(Signed order is placed on the file)

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

CRIMINAL APPEAL NO.466  OF 2004.
(Arising out of SLP(Crl) No.1694  of 2004)

  Makhan Singh & Ors..... Appellants.



Versus

  State of Punjab.... Respondent.

O R D E R

Leave granted.
Heard learned counsel for both the parties.
The appellants herein were convicted under Section 326 IPC read with Section 34 IPC and Sectio
n 324 IPC read with Section 34 IPC.  They filed appeal before the High Court and the High Cour
t reduced the sentence to two years.
Learned counsel for the complainant Harmail Singh has filed an application for impleadment.  W
e heard the learned counsel for the complainant.  The complainant and the appellants settled t
heir dispute amicably and they want to live in peace. 
In the facts and circumstances of the case, we confirm their sentence under Section 326/34 IPC
 and under Section 324/34 IPC but  reduce the sentence to one year rigorous imprisonment on ea
ch count and sentence on both counts to run concurrently.
The appeal is disposed of accordingly. 

..........................J
(K.G. BALAKRISHNAN)

..........................J
(B.N. SRIKRISHNA)
NEW DELHI;
APRIL 12, 2004.


