
lITEM NO.60                    COURT NO.13             SECTION IIB

             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(s).5255/2011

(From the judgement and order(s) in 22/02/2011 in CRLA
No.1498/2002 of The HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH)

NAVRAJ SINGH                                           Petitioner(s)

                   VERSUS

STATE OF PUNJAB                                        Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for bail and office report)

Date: 11/11/2011    This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE DR. JUSTICE B.S. CHAUHAN
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE T.S. THAKUR

For Petitioner(s)       Mr. Rishi Malhotra,Adv.

For Respondent(s)       Mr.   Kuldip Singh,Adv.
                        Mr.   R.K. Pandey,Adv.
                        Mr.   H.S. Sandhu,Adv.
                        Mr.   K.K. Pandey,Adv.
                        Mr.   Mohit Mudgal,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.

           (O.P. Sharma)                       ( M.S. Negi )
            Court Master                        Court Master
                 (Signed order is placed on the file)
                       IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

                      CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

                    CRIMINAL APPEAL NO.2101OF 2011
                (Arising out of SLP(CRL)NO.5255/2011)

NAVRAJ SINGH                                                    Petitioner(s)

                      VERSUS

STATE OF PUNJAB                                                 Respondent(s)

                                    O R D E R

               Leave granted.

               This    Court   on    25.7.2011    issued     notice    to   the

     respondent limited to the question of quantum of sentence,



     awarded to the petitioner for offences punishable under

     Sections 7 and 13(2) of the Prevention of Corruption Act.

     For the offence under Section 7, the petitioner has been

     awarded six months imprisonment while under Section 13(2)

     a sentence for 3 years R.I. by the trial court was in

     appeal reduced to 2 years R.I. by the High Court.

               Having heard learned counsel for the parties, we

     are of the view that the impugned order passed by the High

     Court   could     be   modified   so   as   to    reduce    the   sentence

     awarded to the appellant under Section 13(2) from 2 years

     to   1½ year.       The sentence awarded under Section 7 shall

     remain unaltered.         The sentences shall run concurrently.

     The appeal is disposed of accordingly.

                                                      ...................J.
                                                      [ DR. B.S. CHAUHAN ]
NEW DELHI           ...................J.
NOVEMBER 11, 2011   [ T.S. THAKUR ]


