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tendency of over implication is also 

of cases. 
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Furthermore, a perusal of the rec

t No.2 along with her husband star

 on 09.01.2009 and they were disown

le and immovable properties on 09.0

lished in the newspaper in this regard

in the year 2014.  A three Judge bench

 v. State of Madhya Pradesh 2023(4

der Section 498-A of the IPC against

the complainant and observed that the

us in nature without any specific de

law and mother-in-law who lived 

her to harassment for dowry. Such

s and difficult to comprehend. Sp

e scope of Section 482 Cr.P.C. qua q

der Section 498-A was also delibe

s were made: 

12. The contours of the power to qu

Section 482 Cr.P.C., 1973 are well

State represented by Inspector of 

Salem, Tamil Nadu and others [(2

affirmed that where an accused seek

the inherent jurisdiction of the

impermissible for the High Court to

adjudge the correctness of the alleg

Neeharika Infrastructure (P). Ltd.

others [Criminal Appeal No.330 of 

Judge Bench of this Court elabor

extent of the power under Section 48

 

he records of the case reveals th

started living separately from the
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n 09.02.2009 as is evident from the

egard whereas the FIR in question was

 bench of the Hon’ble Supreme Cour

23(4) R.C.R.(Criminal) 239 quashed

gainst the mother-in-law and brother

hat the allegations are mostly genera

ific details as to how and when her

lived in different cities altogether

 Such allegations were found to be

d. Speaking through Justice Sanjay

 qua quashing of FIR stemming from

deliberated upon and the following

to quash criminal proceedings under

well defined. In V. Ravi Kumar vs

 of Police, District Crime Branch

s [(2019) 14 SCC 568], this Cour

 seeks quashing of the FIR, invoking

 the High Court, it is wholly

rt to enter into the factual arena to

allegations in the complaint. In M/s

Ltd. v. State of Maharashtra and

0 of 2021, decided on 13.04.2021], a

laborately considered the scope and
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that the power of quashing shoul

circumspection and in the rarest o

being confused with the norm formu

penalty. It was further observe

FIR/complaint, quashing of which

embark upon an enquiry as to th

otherwise of the allegations made th

regard being had to the paramet

restraint imposed by law, and more 

down by this Court in R.P. Kapur v

866) and State of Haryana and ot

[(1992) Supp (1) SCC 335], the C

quash the FIR/complaint. 

  xxx  xxx  

15. Earlier, in Neelu Chopra and an

184], this Court observed that t

provisions and the language thereof

the `be all and end all' of the ma

brought to the notice of the Court 

committed by each and every accus

and every accused in the comm

observations were made in the co

involving Section 498A IPC. 

16. Of more recent origin is the dec

Ali and others v. State of U.P. an

2341 of 2023, decided on 08.08

applicable apropos Section 482 C

observed that when an accused 

invoking either the inherent power u

or the extraordinary jurisdictio

Constitution, to get the FIR or the

essentially on the ground that su

frivolous or vexatious or institute

 

hould be exercised sparingly, with

st of rare cases, such standard no

ormulated in the context of the death

erved that while examining the

hich is sought, the Court canno

o the reliability or genuineness or

de therein, but if the Court thinks fit

ameters of quashing and the self

ore particularly, the parameters laid

ur v. State of Punjab (AIR 1960 SC

d others v. Bhajan Lal and others

e Court would have jurisdiction to

 xxx 

d another v. Bharti [(2009) 10 SCC

at the mere mention of statutory

ereof, for lodging a complaint, is no

 matter, as what is required to be

urt is the particulars of the offence

ccused and the role played by each

ommission of that offence. These

e context of a matrimonial dispute

e decision of this Court in Mahmood

. and others (Criminal Appeal No

8.08.2023) on the legal principles

Cr.P.C., 1973 Therein, it was

ed comes before the High Court

wer under Section 482 Cr.P.C., 1973

tion under Article 226 of the

 the criminal proceedings quashed

t such proceedings are manifestly

tituted with the ulterior motive o

with 

d not 
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 the 
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Constitution Ben

of Punjab (2014

a discretionary

basis of the mate
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wreaking vengeance, then in such

owes a duty to look into the FIR wit

It was further observed that it will 

look into the averments made in t

purpose of ascertaining whether 

constitute the alleged offence are di

vexatious proceedings, the Court o

other attending circumstances emer

over and above the averments and

circumspection, to try and read betw

Furthermore, after conducting a tho

ainst the petitioners were found false.

the prosecution in the application mo

that there is sufficient evidence to

accused.  Mere statement of the compl

aint not substantiated by any credible

 discretionary and extraordinary pow

accused under Section 319 Cr.P.C. 

 existence of more than prima facie ca

 offence, courts ought to refrain t

ry and extraordinary power under

n Bench of the Hon’ble Supreme of In

2014) 3 SCC 92 has held that the p

onary and an extraordinary power.  

e material available before the Court du

The trial Court must evaluate the ma

oned and then adjudge whether such 

htage and value as has been testified

 

uch circumstances, the High Cour

 with care and a little more closely

will not be enough for the Court to

in the FIR/complaint alone for the

ther the necessary ingredients to

re disclosed or not as, in frivolous or

urt owes a duty to look into many

merging from the record of the case

 and, if need be, with due care and

 between the lines.”  

 a thorough investigation, allegations

 false.��No fresh material is brought on

moved under Section 319 Cr.P.C.

nce to summon abovesaid persons as

 complainant reiterating the contents of

edible material, cannot be a ground to

y power of this Court to summon an
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