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dent No. 2-complainant for quashin

; whereas the connected petition bear

filed by petitioners, namely, Amit K

, who are brother-in-law/dewar (petiti

oner No. 2), respectively, for quashin

dgment dated 12.11.2018 (Annexu

ent/Agreement dated 01.05.2023 (A

40623-2024. For brevity, the fac

14282-2024. 

 On 23.08.2024, when both the a

aring, following common order has bee

Prayer in both the aforem

Section 482 Cr.P.C., is for qua

04.09.2015, registered under 

498-A, 506 IPC (Annexure P

Station Assandh, District Karn

proceedings arising therefrom i

12.11.2018 (Annexure P-2 in CR

14282-2024, has been file

Rinku/husband of responden

quashing of the aforesaid FI

connected petition bearing CR

filed by petitioners, namely, A

Kehar Singh, who are brother

1) and father-in-law (petition

quashing of aforesaid FIR as 

12.11.2018 (Annexure P

Settlement/Agreement dated 

appended with CRM-M-40623

Learned counsel for t

submits that the present FIR em

dispute between the parties. Ma

(in CRM-M-14282-2024) with 

was solemnized in the year 20

the said wedlock. Due to tem

parties could not cohabit to

separately. It is submitted that 

the present case i.e. (i) Rinku-hu

14282-2024) (ii) Bala Devi/mo

@ Sandeep/brother-in-law-Dev
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(petitioner No. 1) and father-in-law 

uashing of aforesaid FIR as well as 

nnexure P-2), on the basis of 

23 (Annexure P-4) appended with 

he facts are being extracted from 

the aforesaid petitions were listed 

has been passed by this Court:- 

orementioned petitions filed under 

 quashing of FIR No. 521 dated 

der Sections 323, 354, 406 and 

re P-1 in both cases) at Police 

Karnal and all the consequential 

om including the judgment  dated 

in CRM-M-40623-2024). CRM-M-

filed by petitioner, namely, 

ndent No. 2-complainant for 

d FIR, on merits; whereas the 

g CRM-M-40623-2024 has been 

ly, Amit Kumar @ Sandeep and 

ther-in-law/dewar (petitioner No. 

itioner No. 2), respectively, for 

 as well as the judgment dated 

P-2), on the basis of 

ed 01.05.2023 (Annexure P-4) 

3-2024.   

r the petitioner(s), inter alia, 

R emanates from the matrimonial 

. Marriage of the petitioner-Rinku 

ith complainant/respondent No.2 

r 2008. No child was born out of 

 temperamental differences, the 
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that there are total 05 accused in 

husband (petitioner in CRM-M-

i/mother-in-law; (iii) Amit Kumar  

Devar; (iv) Kehar Singh/father-
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in-law (petitioners in CRM

Rajender/brother-in-law-Nando

complainant. Learned counse

aforesaid total 05 accused perso

Devi, Kehar Singh (parent-

Sandeep and Rajender/brother

respectively, have faced trial 

petitioner-Rinku (in CRM-M-

abroad, was declared as pro

fledged trial, the learned trial

12.11.2018 (Annexure P-2 in

acquitted, co-accused-Rajender

sentenced the remaining three a
Name� Under 

Section�
Sentenc

Bala 

Devi�
498-A 

IPC. �
She was releas

on furnishing

bonds in the su

with one sur

amount for two

Amit 

Kumar @ 

Sandeep 

and 

Kehar  

Singh�

354-A 

IPC. �
RI for 02 

Rs.2000/- each

 498-A 

IPC�
RI for 02 

Rs.2000/- each

 323 

IPC�
SI for 04 month

All the above sentences were ordered

  Further, petitioner-Rinku/

complainant, has filed a petit

2019, for setting aside the orde

him as proclaimed person and

(Annexure P-2), a co-ordinate 

the matter to the Mediation an

Court, to explore the possibili

between the parties. Pursuant t

settled between the parties vide

01.05.2023 (Annexure P-3 in

submitted that as per terms and

Nos. 6 and 7 of the said a

withdraw all the litigations (as 

agreement) filed by them again

husband shall pay a total sum o

No. 2-complainant towards 

Admittedly, out of the said a

amount of Rs.6,00,000/- has 

petitioner-husband in cash to re

husband has also deposited 
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M-14282-2024) who is residing 

 proclaimed offender. After full 

trial Court vide judgment dated 

2 in CRM-M-40623-2024) had 

nder/Nandoi; and convicted and 

ree accused as under:-�
tence imposed� In default of 

payment of 

fine�
eleased on probation 

hing of probation 

e sum of Rs.40,000/- 

surety in the like 

r two years.�

----�

02 years fine of 

each.�
SI for 03 

months each.�

02 years fine of 

each.�
SI for 03 

months each.�
onths each.� ----�

ered to run concurrently. �

inku/husband of respondent No. 2-

petition bearing CRM-M-55065-

order dated 10.04.2017 declaring 

 and vide order dated 28.04.2023 

ate Bench of this Court, referred 

n and Conciliation Centre of this 

ibility of an amicable settlement 

ant thereto, all the disputes stand 

 vide Settlement Agreement dated 
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 and conditions mentioned in para 
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 (as contained in para No. 6 of the 

gainst each other; and petitioner-
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id amount of Rs.16,00,000/-; an 
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ited the remaining amount of 
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Rs.10,00,000/-, with the learned

Assandh by way of demand

20.04.2024 in favour of respon

this fact has been reflected in

(Annexure P-3), passed by 

concerned, appended with con

40623-2024 at page 47 of the p

for respondent No. 2 has also ad

  Learned counsel for the

respondent No. 2-complainan

against him and his family mem

of the Settlement Agreement da

that a direction may be given 

draft of Rs.10,00,000/- so depos

learned Family Court, conce

respondent No. 2-complainant,

with the terms and conditions a

the Settlement Agreement dated

  Learned counsel for re

although, submits that said pre

cases is not part of Settlement 

however, has no objection to t

respondent No. 2-complainant 

filed by her against the petitio

before the next date of hearing.

  Accordingly, in the intere

directed that the learned Fam

release the demand draft of Rs.

2-complainant, only after co

undertaking. 

  In view of the above, the 

before the trial Court/Illaqa M

statements with regard to the 

01.05.2023 (Annexure P-3) on 

convenient to the learned t

appropriate application or by p

  The trial Court/Illaqa Ma

the report on or before the

04.12.2024 containing the follow

1.  Number of persons arra

 

2.  Whether any accused is 

 

3.  Whether the compromi

without any coercion or 

 

4.  Whether the accused p

other FIR or not; and�

 

5.  The trial Court is a

statement of the Investi
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rned Family Court, Camp Court, 

and draft dated 609770 dated 

spondent No. 2-complainant and 

d in the order dated 30.07.2024 

by the learned Family Court, 

 connected petition (in CRM-M-

the paper-book). Learned counsel 

so admitted this fact.  

 the petitioner(s) points out that 

inant has registered 07 cases 

members, as enumerated in para 6 

dated 01.05.2023. It is prayed 

iven that the aforesaid demanded 

eposited by the petitioner with the 

oncerned, shall be released to 

ant, only after she fully complies 

ns as mentioned in para No. 7 of 

ated 01.05.2023. 

r respondent No. 2-complainant 

 pre-condition of withdrawal of all 

ent Agreement dated 01.05.2023; 

 to the same and undertakes that 

ant shall withdraw all the cases 

titioners and his family members 

ing. 

terest of justice and fair play it is 

Family Court, concerned, shall 
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 the Settlement Agreement dated 
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romise is genuine, voluntary and 
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vestigating Officer so as to know 
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how many victims/comp

and all the victims/com

are party to the comprom

 

 A copy of the report b

Registrar (Judicial) of this Cour

 A photocopy of this order

connected case.” 

 Pursuant to the order dated 23

rties have appeared before the learned

, to get their statements recorded.  L

Karnal, has submitted her report a

 vide letter dated 27.09.2024 duly forw

ssions Judge, Karnal. 

 A perusal of the above said 

ner(s) (in both cases) and complai

red and suffered statements with resp

been found to be genuine, voluntary 

 influence. 

 Learned counsel for the petitio

esent FIR emanates from matrimonia

ge of the petitioner-Rinku (in 

ainant/respondent No.2 was solemnize

orn out of the said wedlock. Due to te

 could not cohabit together and started

sputes stand settled between the partie

01.05.2023 (Annexure P-3 in CRM-M

 It is additionally submitted 

ner(s) the all the disputes stand settled
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promise in question.�
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Court.�
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23.08.2024, reproduced above, 

earned Judicial Magistrate Ist Class, 

ed.  Learned Judicial Magistrate Ist 

port along with statements of the 

ly forwarded by the learned District 

 said report would show that the 

mplainant/respondent No. 2 have 

h respect to the compromise which 

ntary and without any coercion or 

petitioners, inter alia, submits that 

monial dispute between the parties. 

 (in CRM-M-14282-2024) with 

emnized in the year 2008. No child 

e to temperamental differences, the 

 started residing separately. Now, all 

 parties vide Settlement Agreement 

M-14282-2024).  

itted by learned counsel for the 
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.16,00,000/- which already stands 

dent No. 2-complainant. 

 Learned counsel for the respon

 that he has ‘no objection’ in case both

e impugned FIR No. 521 dated 04

dings arising therefrom including the

xure P-2 in CRM-M-40623-20

ent/Agreement dated 01.05.2023 

2024), are ordered to be quashed qua 

 Learned counsel for the State 

ion, in case the present petition is allo

d to be quashed qua the petitioners. 

 I have heard learned counsel for

 After perusing the report subm

trate Ist Class, Karnal, this Court fin

bly settled between the parties. Since t

rties have decided to live in peace, th

 the ends of justice, the criminal proce

 At this stage reference can be

Supreme Court in Ram Gopal an

, 2021(4) RCR (Criminal) 322; 

le Division Bench of this Court in Sub

 RCR (Criminal) 102, wherein it has

ourt under Section 482 Cr.P.C. ca

aint/FIR on the basis of a voluntary 

tion stage. 
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tands paid by the petitioners to 

 respondent No. 2-complainant has 

both the petitions are disposed of 

ted 04.09.2015 and all subsequent 

ing the judgment dated 12.11.2018 

2024), on the basis of 

023 (Annexure P-3 in CRM-M-

d qua the petitioner herein. 

 State also submits that he has no 

is allowed and the impugned FIR is 

sel for the parties. 

t submitted by the learned Judicial 

urt finds that the matter has been 

ince the matter has been settled and 

ace, this Court feels that in order to 

 proceedings deserve to be quashed. 

an be made to a judgment of the 

l and Anr. Vs. State of Madhya 

22; and also to a judgment of 

Sube Singh vs. State of Haryana 

n it has been held that the powers of 

.C. can be invoked to quash a 

untary compromise even at a post-




s to 

 has 

d of 

uent 

018 

of 

s no 

R is 

icial 

een 

 and 

er to 

 

 the 

ya 

t of 

na 

rs of 

h a 

RISHU KATARIA
2024.12.10 19:00
I attest to the accuracy and
authenticity of this
order/judgment.



��������

  

case (supra)

�������	��
 
 
 ���


 The Hon’ble Division Bench o

pra), in para Nos. 11 to 13, 15 and 1

 “(11)  The extent and 

exercisable by the High Court 

quashing the criminal proc

compromise between the offend

case which is not compoundab

has since been considered in e

Hon’ble Supreme Court in Gia

&Anr., (2012) 4 RCR (Crl.) 

compounding of offence a

proceedings are two separate th

and that the two powers are d

ultimate consequence may b

authoritatively ruled that where

settled their dispute, the High C

power under Section 482 Cr

criminal proceedings even relat

offences though such a power 

and not when the offences are

depravity or like murder, 

pronouncement thus says: 

52.  xxx   

53. Quashing of offenc

the ground of settlemen

victim is not the same thin

They are different and 

speaking, the power of co

to a court under Sectio

from the quashing of crim

Court in exercise of i

compounding of offences

circumscribed by the pro

320 and the court is guide

while, on the other hand

the High Court for qua

criminal proceeding or cr

the material on record as

would justify such exer

ultimate consequence ma

indictment. 

54. xxx   

(12) The decision in Gian 

approves the view taken by a fi

in Kulwinder Singh &Ors.  V

2007(3) RCR (Crl.) 1052. 
(13) It is indeed now unargu

exercisable by the High Court 

the quashing of criminal prosec
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ench of this Court in Sube Singh’s 

 and 17 held as under: 

nd sweep of inherent power 

ourt under Section 482 CrPC for 

proceedings on the basis of 

fender and the victim of crime in a 

ndable under Section 320 CrPC, 

 in extenso and answered by the 

Gian Singh Vs. State of Punjab 

Crl.) 543, laying down that the 

e and quashing of criminal 

te things and not interchangeable 

re distinct and different although 

y be the same. It has been 

here the offender and victim have 

gh Court in exercise of its inherent 

 CrPC, is competent to quash 

relating to the non-compoundable 

wer need to be invoked sparingly 

s are heinous, serious, of mental 

r, rape, dacoity etc. The 

xxx   xxx 

ffence or criminal proceedings on 

ement between an offender and 

e thing as compounding of offence. 

nd not interchangeable. Strictly 

of compounding of offences given 

ction 320 is materially different 

 criminal proceedings by the High 

of its inherent jurisdiction. In 

nces, power of a criminal court is 

e provisions contained in Section 

guided solely and squarely thereby 

and, the formation of opinion by 

 quashing a criminal offence or 

or criminal complaint is guided by 

d as to whether the ends of justice 

exercise of power although the 

e may be acquittal or dismissal of 

xxx   xxx 

ian Singh’s case (supra) also 

 a five-Judge Bench of this Court 

s.  Vs.   State of Punjab &Anr., 

arguable to say that the power 

ourt under Section 482 CrPC for 

osecution is limited or affected by 
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the provision of Section 320 CrP

(14)  xxx   

(15)  The refusal to invoke pow

however, does not debar the Hi

inherent power under Sectio

appropriate order so as to secur

(16)  xxx   

(17) The magnitude of inhere

the High Court under Section

prevent the abuse of law or t

however, is wide enough to in

proceedings in relation to not

offences notwithstanding the b

but such a power, in our cons

any stage save that there is no

such power is fully justified on 

case.” 

 As per the Full Bench judgmen

nd others Vs. State of Punjab”, 20

eld that High Court has power under 

ompounding of non-compoundable

dings where the High Court is of t

ed to prevent the abuse of the process 

ds of justice. This power of quashing i

es alone. 

 Hon'ble Apex Court in the case

 and another”, 2012 (4) RCR (Crim

 order to secure the ends of justice

s of Court, inherent power can be 

al proceedings in which a comprom

nt portion of para 57 of the said jud

“57. The position that emerges 

be summarised thus: the po
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0 CrPC. 

xxx   xxx 

 power under Section 320 CrPC, 

e High Court from resorting to its 

ection 482 CrPC and pass an 

secure the ends of justice. 

xxx   xxx  

herent jurisdiction exercisable by 

ction 482 Cr.PC with a view to 

or to secure the ends of justice, 

o include its power to quash the 

 not only the non-compoundable 

he bar under Section 320 CrPC 

onsidered view, is exercisable at 

is no express bar and invoking of 

 on facts and circumstances of the 

dgment of this Court in “Kulwinder 

, 2007 (3) RCR (Criminal) 1052, 

under Section 482 Cr.P.C. to allow 

ndable offence and quash the 

is of the opinion that the same is 

rocess of law or otherwise to secure 

shing is not confined to matrimonial 

e case of “Gian Singh Vs. State of 

Criminal) 543, had also observed 

justice or to prevent the abuse of 

n be used by this Court to quash 

mpromise has been effected. The 

id judgment is reproduced here-in-

ges from the above discussion can 

 power of the High Court in 
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quashing a criminal proceedi

exercise of its inherent jurisdic

from the power given to a crim

the offences under Section 320 o

of wide plenitude with no statut

exercised in accord with the 

power viz; (i) to secure the end

abuse of the process of any Cou

 In view of what has been discu

entioned 02 petitions are disposed 

2015, registered under Sections 323, 3

xure P-1 in both cases) at Police Sta

ll the consequential proceedings aris

ent  dated 12.11.2018 (Annexure P-

sis of Settlement/Agreement dated 0

14282-2024), are ordered to be q

, (i) Rinku/husband of respondent No

2024); (ii) Amit Kumar @ Sandee

40623-2024), who are brother-in

tively of respondent No. 2-complainan

 Pending application(s), if any 

disposed of. 

 A photocopy of this order be

cted case. 

2024      
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 Whether Reportable  
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isdiction is distinct and different 

 criminal court for compounding 

320 of the Code. Inherent power is 

tatutory limitation but it has to be 

the guideline engrafted in such 

e ends of justice or (ii) to prevent 

 Court.” 

n discussed here-in-above, both the 

osed of; and FIR No. 521 dated 

 323, 354, 406, 506 and 498-A  IPC 

ce Station Assandh, District Karnal 

gs arising therefrom including the 

-2 in CRM-M-40623-2024) on 

ated 01.05.2023 (Annexure P-3 in 
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andeep and (iii) Kehar Singh (in 

in-law/dewar and father-in-law 
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