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124 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-20845-2025
Date of decision: 21.05.2025

Ashok ....Petitioner
Versus

State of Punjab and others ...Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARPREET SINGH BRAR

Present: = Mr. Deepak Vashishth, Advocate
for the petitioner.

HARPREET SINGH BRAR, J. (ORAL)

The present petition has been filed under Section 528 of Bharatiya
Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita, 2023 seeking quashing of FIR No0.49 dated
20.05.2015 under Sections 279/304-A/337/427 of IPC registered at Police
Station Sadar Rupnagar, District Ropar, Punjab (Annexure P-1) at the instance
of the complainant on the basis of compromise dated 06.04.2025 (Annexure P-
4).

Brief facts of the case are that the complainant is working as a
driver on the truck bearing No. HR-58-A-3606 belonging to Ramesh Kumar.
On 19.05.2015, the complainant was coming from Anandpur Sahib on truck
loaded with sand and when he reached near Ghanauli then the engine of the
truck was suddenly seized. He informed the owner of the truck and called
mechanic for repairing the same and for the safety, he placed bushes, stones on
the back side of the truck and the back indicators of the truck were also on. On
20.05.2015 at around 04:30 A.M., he was standing near the truck and in the
meantime, one Haryana Roadways bus came from Bharatgarh side, driven by

its driver rashly and negligently and hit the standing truck of the complainant
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from back side and also struck with the divider on right side. The complainant
noticed the number of the bus i.e. HR-23-T6501 and came to know the name of
the driver as Ashok Kumar son of Balwan. Thereafter, the injured was taken to
civil hospital in a police vehicle where the doctor declared the Conductor,
namely, Manoj Kumar, as dead, and thus, the instant case.

Learned counsel for the petitioner inter alia contends that the
charges have been framed against the petitioner under Sections
279/304-A/337/427 of IPC and he has been convicted and sentenced to undergo
imprisonment for 02 years under Section 304-A of IPC and six months’
imprisonment under Sections 279/337 of IPC. Thereafter, the petitioner
approached the learned Sessions Court, Ropar by way of filing of an appeal
which is still pending for adjudication. He further submits that due to the
intervention of the respectables of society, the petitioner and respondents No.2
& 3 have amicably settled the dispute and reduced the statement into writing
which was duly signed by respondents No.2 & 3.

Having heard learned counsel for the petitioner and after perusing
the record of the case with his able assistance, it transpires that the prosecution
has examined PW-10-Geeta Hazarika, who was the passenger of the offending
bus and sustained injuries in this accident. During her examination-in-chief,
she has specifically stated that the passengers in the bus warned the driver
many times to drive the vehicle safely as he was sleeping in between and he
continued over speeding at 100 kilometres while it was raining. She further
deposed that one truck was standing still on the highway and the driver of the
offending bus hit his bus into the truck and as a result of this accident, she

received injuries on head and ankle of her leg was also broken and during the
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accident the conductor of the bus had died on the spot. Although, a lengthy
cross-examination was conducted but failed to put any dent on the version of
PW-10-Geeta Hazarika who specifically identified the accused/petitioner as
driver of the bus.

Further, the factual ingredients to invoke the offence under Section
304-A of IPC are available on record and the Division Bench of this Court in its

judgment of passed in ‘Baldev Singh Vs. State of Punjab and another’ 2016 (3)

Law Herald 2020, had categorically held that proceedings under Section 304-A
of IPC solely on the basis of a settlement between the parties cannot be quashed
and thus, in view of the judgment rendered by the Division Bench of this Court,

the present petition is hereby dismissed.

(HARPREET SINGH BRAR)
JUDGE
21.05.2025
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