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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+ CRL.M.C. 313/2010

DEVENDER KUMAR & ORS. ... Petitioners
Through: Mr. Sidharth Luthra, Sr. Advocate
with Mr. Madhav Khurana, Advocates alongwith
petitioners No.1 to 4 in person.

VErsus

STATE & ANR. . Respondents
Through: Mr. M.N. Dudeja, APP for the State.
Mr. Satish Sharma, Advocate and Mr. Bhisham
Singh, Advocate alongwith respondents No. 2
to 4 in person.

CORAM:
HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE HIMA KOHLI
ORDER
% 21.09.2010
1. The present petition is filed by the petitioners under

Section 482 of the Cr.PC praying inter alia for quashing of the charge-
sheet in FIR No0.735/2006 lodged by respondent No.2/complainant
against the petitioners under Sections 308/452/323/34 1IPC, registered
with Police Station: Badarpur, New Delhi.

2. Counsel for the petitioners states that the petitioners and
respondents No.2 to 4 are neighbours residing in the same lane in
Badarpur, New Delhi. On the date of the incident, i.e., on 23.09.2006,
a dispute arose between the parties on account of parking of the car
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by petitioner No.1 near the gate of the house of respondent No.2. This
was followed by an exchange of hot words and altercation between the
parties. Pursuant thereto, the aforesaid FIR was lodged by respondent
No.2/complainant against the petitioners. Similarly, the petitioners
also lodged a FIR against respondents No.2 to 4, registered as FIR
N0.293/2007. The police carried out investigations in both the matters
whereafter, charge-sheets were filed in both the cases before the
learned Metropolitan Magistrate. After hearing the parties, charges
have been framed. In the meantime, the parties have arrived at a
settlement as recorded in the Deed of Settlement dated 28.01.2010
(Annexure-3).

3. Both the parties are present in Court. They confirm that
they have signed the aforesaid Deed of Settlement of their own free
will and volition. Counsel for the respondents No.2/complainant states
that his client has filed an affidavit dated 28.01.2010 in support of the
present petition, stating inter alia that he has voluntarily arrived at a
settlement with the petitioners and does not want any further action to
be taken in respect of the FIR. He also states that his clients have also
filed a petition for quashing of FIR N0.293/2007, which is listed in this

Court as item No.16.
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4, Learned APP for the State submits that in view of the
settlement arrived at between the parties, he has no objection to the
prayer made in the present petition being allowed.

5. This Court has heard the counsels for the parties and
perused the record and has also considered the submissions made by
the parties. In view of the fact that the parties have arrived at
a settlement of their own free will and volition and without any undue
influence or coercion from any gquarters, no useful purpose will be
served by proceeding further with the aferesaid FIR and the
proceedings arising out therefrom.

6. Accordingly, the prayer made in the petition is allowed.
FIR No.735/2006 lodged by the respondent No.2/complainant with
Police Station: Badarpur, and all the proceedings arising therefrom

stand quashed.

7. The petition is disposed of. File be consigned to the record room.

S

HIMA KOHLI,J

SEPTEMBER 21, 2010
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