& TEM NO 4 COURT NO. 13 SECTION |1 B

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).7414/2011

(From the judgenent and order dated 01/08/ 2011 in CRLR

No. 1553/ 2005 of The H GH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDI GARH)

VI JAY KUVAR Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

STATE OF PUNJAB & ANR Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for bail and office report)
Date: 23/01/2012 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE DR JUSTI CE B. S. CHAUHAN
HON BLE MR JUSTICE T.S. THAKUR

For Petitioner(s) M. Neeraj, Adv.
M. A ay Pal, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. Ashok Aggarwal, Sr. Adv. (AG Punj ab)
M. Aruna Tiku, Adv. (AAG Punj ab)
M. Shantanu Si ngh, Adv.
M. N khil esh Ramachandr an, Adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
Leave granted.
In terns of t he si gned order,

considering the fact that the matter has been
settled by the parties and appellant’s children
are handi capped to the extent of 80% and 100%
we all ow the application for conmpounding the

of fence. In view of above, the appeal succeeds
and all owed. The appellant is acquitted of all
the charges under the said Act and the sentence
and fine so inposed, is set aside.

However, the appellant is directed to
deposi t Rs. 25,000/- in Suprene Court Legal
Services Authority as a cost within a period of
four weeks from today.
(O P. Sharma) (MS. Negi)
Court Master Court Master
(Signed order is placed on the file)
I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

CRI' M NAL APPEAL NO. 223 of 2012
(Arising out of SLP(Crl.) No. 7414 of 2011)

Vijay Kunmar ... Appel I ant

Ver sus

State of Punjab & Anr. ... Respondent s



ORDER

Leave granted.

Thi s appeal arisen out of the proceedi ngs under
Section 138 of Negoti abl e I nst runent
Adnittedly, the anount of liability was not paid by the
appel lant to the contesting respondent and, ultinmately,
after neeting the legal requirenents, the conplaint was
filed against the appellant wherein he stood convicted
under Section 138 of Negotiable Instrunent Act, 1881, by
t he i mpugned judgnent and order dated 2.8.2004 awardi ng
rigorous inprisonment for a period of one year with a fine

of Rs. 5,000/ -.

Aggri eved by t he said order
preferred Crim nal Appeal No. 30 of 2004
Lear ned Additional Sessions Judge, Jal andhar, which was
di sni ssed vi de i mpugned j udgnent and

10. 8. 2005. Bei ng aggri eved, the judgment and order of the
Appel l ate Court was chal | enged by the appellant by filing

Crimnal Revision No. 1553 of 2005 before the Hi gh Court
of Punjab and Haryana and the sane al so stood di smi ssed

vi de judgnment and order dated 1.8.2011

Hence, this appeal

Learned counsel for the parties did not make any
submission on nerit rather an application for perm ssion
to conpound the of fence has been filed on the ground that
the appell ant has already paid the anmount of Rs.2,79,500/-
with interest to the Respondent No. 2 and in view thereof,

the Respondent No. 2 has agreed to conpound the offence.

Considering the fact that the matter has been

settled by the parties and appel lant’ s children

handi capped to the extent of 80% and 100% W al | ow

Act,

t he
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appel | ant
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order
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application for compoundi ng the offence. In view of above,
t he appeal succeeds and al | owed. The appel | ant is
acquitted of all the charges under the said Act and the

sentence and fine so inposed, is set aside.

However, the appell ant is directed to deposit
Rs. 25,000/- in Suprene Court Legal Services Authority as

a cost within a period of four weeks from today.

(T.S. THAKUR)
New Del hi ,
January 23, 2012



