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IN THE H GH COURT OF GUIARAT AT AHMEDABAD

CRI' M NAL APPEAL No. 1110 of 2000

For Approval and Signature:

HONOURABLE MR. JUSTI CE S. R BRAHMVBHATT

1 Whet her Reporters of Local Papers may be al |l owed
to see the judgnment ?

2 To be referred to the Reporter or not ?

3 Whet her their Lordships wish to see the fair copy
of the judgnent ?

Whet her this case involves a substantial question
4 of law as to the interpretation of the

constitution of India, 1950 or any order made

t her eunder ?

5 Whether it is to be circulated to the civil judge

HANSABEN W FE OF RAMANBHAI SHRI MALI - Appel | ant
Ver sus
RAMANBHAI RAMABHAI SONARA & 5 — Respondents

Appear ance :

MR DM AHUJA for Appellant : 1,

MR VM PANCHOLI for Respondents : 1,3 - 5.

NOTI CE SERVED for Respondent : 2,

MR MA PATEL ADDL PUBLI C PROSECUTOR for Respondent : 6

CORAM : HONOURABLE MR. JUSTI CE S. R BRAHVBHATT

Date : 28/12/2006

ORAL JUDGVENT

1. The appellant original conplainant has filed
this appeal under Section 378(4) of the Code of
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Crimnal Procedure challenging the order of
acquittal dated 28.3.2000 passed by the |earned
Metropolitan Magistrate, Court No. 19, Ahnedabad
in Crimnal Case No. 1434 of 1995 acquitting the
respondents of charges of offences punishable
under Sections 323, 294-B, 448 read with Section
114 of the IPC and under Section 135(1) of the
Bonbay Police Act.

2. Shri  Ahuja, |earned counsel appearing for the
appellant has submtted that in fact the
conprom se has arrived at between the parties
and in view of that conprom se, Crimnal Appeal
No. 933 of 1999 filed by the State against the
the respondents — original accused is dism ssed.

3. Shri  Ahuja, I|earned counsel appearing for the
appellant and Shri Pancholi, |earned counsel
appearing for the respondents nade statenent
before this Court that except offence under
Section 294, all other offences are conpoundabl e
and sone of them are conpoundable wth the
consent of +the Court and the parties have
arrived at amcable settlenment for conpounding
the offences and they have reduced the said
conpronmise into witing. The conprom se arrived
at between the parties is placed on the record
of this Court. Lear ned counsel s have
countersigned the said conpromse and sone of
the parties are present before this Court. This
matter was |listed in the Board on 27.12.2006 and
as the conprom se was being arrived at between

the parties, it was treated as part heard and
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today, it is taken up for final disposal.

4. In light of the settlenent arrived at between
the parties, the order of acquittal deserves to
be vi ewed.

5. This Court has perused the records and
proceedings and as it appears from the judgnent
of the trial Court, no infirmty can be said to
have been commtted by the trial Court, so as to
result into m scarriage of justice.

6. 1n view of this, this acquittal appeal deserves

to be dism ssed and is accordingly di sm ssed.

(S. R BRAHMBHATT, J.)
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