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Lata -

G'j Mr. Anurag OJha proxy counsel for |
. Mr. -Saurabh -Goel, -Advocate, - for .
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: Mr RaJ at Katyal APP Wlth ASI Prem

Lata .

M. Anurag OJha proxy counsel for

-..Mr. Saurabh" Goel, Advocate for

CORAM

respondent No 2
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..... Petltloner .



P ORDER
S 24102016

CrlMA Nos 16488/2016 and 16494/2016(exempt10n) I
o Exemptlons allowed subject to Just exceptlons ) ‘ |
o CrlMCNo 3932/2016 and 3933/2016 o .
‘ Issue notlce ] Mr Katyal APP accepts not1ce for the State

| f’_Respondent No 2 the complarnant/prosecutrlx 1s also present through her .

" g lcounsel She 1s 1dent1ﬁed by the 1nvest1gat1ng ofﬁcer Mr Anurag OJha

o complamant is also present and whose Vakalatnama has also been ﬁled also"

sy S

-1dent1ﬁes her.. f, S - -;:"

" The present pet1t1ons have been filed by the respect1ve pet1t1oners to. .

seek the quashing of FIR No 556/2016 dated 29 07 2016 under Sect1ons

‘_376/354/406/498A/509/34 IPC reglstered af pollce statlon 1 Narela; and the

~ proceedlngs ar1s1ng therefrom

o The pet1t1oner 1n CrlMC no. 3932/2016 s ‘the father of the

‘ _complamant respondent No. 2, whereas petltloners in Cil M C No

.‘complamant/respondent No.2. Both the pet1t1ons relate the aforesaid FIR.

> They are premlsed on & memorandw of understandmg arrlved at between )‘ -

o

WV)/
the petrtloners accused and the respondent No 2/compla1nant Apart from

. i-proxy counsel for Mr. Saurabh Goel Advocate for the respondent No. 2-‘ e

-

3933/2016 are the: husband father-rn-law and mother-m law of the o

.‘ the allegatrons arrsmg out of matr1mon1al dlsputes between the complamant/ -

g 'respondent No2 and pet1t1oner Nol in CrlMC No 3933/2016 other

serlous allegatrons were made by the complamant agamst her own father and

3 father-ln-law wh1ch relate to the 1nvocat10n of Sectlons 354 and 376 IPC. o

Respondent No 2] 1s present in court and look1ng to the’ nature of allegat1ons .
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2 she was called to chamber and spoken to by the Court The complamant has

o ‘confessed that she was m1sled 1nto makmg ser1ous and w11d allegatlons

-agamst the pet1t1oners in both these pet1t1ons at the 1nstance of another:"- o

-person whose name has been dlsclosed in an afﬁdavrt g1ven by her to. the -

. ‘1nvest1gat1ng ofﬁcer She 1s extremely regretful about her conduct and

o f; 4 Respondent No 2 Joms the prayer that the FIR in quest1on and the

| ’stated that she had made the allegatlons out of. her desperatlon in relat1on to

e .'the future of herself and her chlldren on account of her 11V1ng condltlons

iy ,\and her husband’s mcome .
proceedmgs ar1s1ng therefrom be quashed agamst all the accused smce she f =

N ‘has reahzed her m1stake She has entered 1nto a. settlement and w1shes to

—

o -w1thdraw her complamant out of her own vol1t10n and W1thout any coerc1on

':;or duress She states that she 1s now 11v1ng happlly w1th her husband and

L ch1ldren in a separate accommodat1on separate from her 1n-laws and the

L l"'?matnmomal l1fe and the future of herself and her ch1ldren would be ru1ned

‘e

in case the FIR and the proceedmgs arlsmg therefrom are not quashed

In v1ew of the- aforesa1d I am sat1sﬁed that no useful purpose would

. _:_be served 1n\cont1nu1ng with the aforesald FIR and the proceedmgs ar1s1ng

i ',,'.;therefrom The same are accordlngly quashed

Both the pet1t10ns stand d1sposed of
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