d(I TEM NO. 32 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).3992/2011

(From the judgenent and order dated 08/03/2010 in CRLR No. 339/2003,
of The H GH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDI GARH)

SUKHDEV SI NGH @ SUKHA & ANR. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

STATE OF PUNJAB Respondent ( s)
(Wth appl n(s) for stay and office report)
Date: 05/01/2012 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) Par deep Gupta, Adv.
Pari nav Gupta, Adv.
Kunal Juneja, Adv.
Di nesh Kot hari, Adv.

Debasis M sra, Adv.

SSSE8S

M. Anil Gover, AAG
Ms. Noopur Singhal, Adv.
M. Kul di p Si ngh, Adv.

For Respondent (s)

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

Leave granted.
This appeal is allowed to the extent indicated in

the signed order and di sposed of.

( DEEPAK MANSUKHANI ) (MS. NEG)
Court Master Court Master
(The signed order is placed in the file)
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CORRECTED COPY

I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

CRI M NAL APPEAL NO. 46 OF 2012
(Arising out of SLP(Crl.) No. 3992 of 2011)

SUKHDEV SI NGH @ SUKHA & ANR
VERSUS
STATE OF PUNJAB

ORDER

Appel I ant (s)

Respondent ( s)



Leave granted.

The appel l ant's have been convi cted for of f ences
puni shabl e under Sections 324, 325 and 323 read with Section 34
I PC. For the offence punishabl e under Section 324/34 1PC, the
Courts bel ow have sent enced t hem to under go Si X nmont hs

i mprisonment while for the offence puni shabl e under Section 325
| PC, they have been sentenced to undergo rigorous inprisonnent

for one year. For the offence punishable under Section 323

I PC, they have been sentenced to undergo inprisonnment for three

nmont hs each. Al l t he sent ences have been directed to
run

concurrently. A fine was additionally i mposed upon
t he

appel l ants which we are told has already been paid.

We have heard | earned counsel for the parties at some

| engt h. The genesi s of t he i nci dent was a trivial i ssue
relating to the garbage dunping of/and cowdung in front of the
house of t he appel | ants. Hot wor ds exchanged bet ween
t he
appel I ant s and t he conpl ai nant eventual ly cul m nat ed in

a
physical fight between themin which the accused are alleged to
have assaul ted and inflicted injuries upon t he conpl ai nant
party.
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What is significant for the present is that the incident

had taken place as early as in the year 1999. The parties are
admttedly nei ghbour s bei ng residents of t he same locality.
There is admittedly no previous history of any crimnal activity

on either side. The incident being sudden in nature, we are

inclined to interfere with the orders nade by the Courts bel ow
but only to the extent of nodifying the sentence inposed upon

t he appel | ants. We are told that the appellants have al ready

under gone six nmonths’ inprisonnent during the period they were

on trial and after their conviction by the Courts bel ow That
period shoul d in our opi ni on suffice and nmeet t he ends of
justice. We accordingly nodify the order passed by the Courts

below to the extent that instead of the sentence awarded to

them the appellants shall stand convicted and sentenced to the

peri od al ready undergone. The appellants are on bail. Thei r
bail bonds shall, therefore, stand discharged. This appeal is
to the above extent all owed and di sposed of.

(T.S. THAKUR)

NEW DELH
JANUARY 05, 2012.



