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tion and order of sentence 13.07
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r Section Sentence imposed 
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 Application is allowed as

 Mutual compromise da

record as Annexure P-1. 
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of which the present revision p

of a matrimonial dispute, 
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living together as husband and

that the compromise effected be

knowledge of the official re

Investigating Officer are direct

Magistrate/Trial Court on 
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statements recorded with rega
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statements and wh
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aggrieved and whether a
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5.  whether any othe
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19.04.2023.” 

 Pursuant thereto, the parties hav
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esting parties submit that FIR, out 
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 which has been settled by 
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irected to appear before the Area 

n 20.01.2023 or on any day 
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mise is genuine, voluntary and out 

ties. 

other criminal case is pending 

istrate/Trial Court be awaited for 

ies have appeared before the learned 

gar, to get their statements recorded. 

�

on 

ut 

ult 

by 

ily 

its 

he 

nd 

ea 

 

eir 

he 

or 

 

 

is 

 

 

 

 

 

rned 

ded. 

RISHU KATARIA
2024.08.14 10:54
I attest to the accuracy and
authenticity of this
order/judgment.



��������
�
 

Learned Jud

report along

22.03.2023

SAS Nagar

7.  

petitioner an

Magistrate I

the comprom

without any 

8.  

present FIR 

is submitted

No.2 was so

said wedloc

cohabit toge

better sense

peacefully, 

(Annexure P

proceed furt

residing toge

 9.  

learned coun

facts.   

10.  

matter stand

impugned 

������	
���
��� � ����
�

ed Judicial Magistrate Ist Class, SA

 along with copies statements of t

2023 duly forwarded by the learned 

agar. 

 A perusal of the above said 

ner and respondent No. 2 have appear

trate Ist Class, SAS Nagar and suffer
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 by the learned Additional Sessions J

and the petitioner be acquitted of the ch

 I have heard learned counsel for

 Perusal of the record shows tha

entenced under Sections 406 and 

onal Sessions Judge, SAS Ngar, vide

of sentence 13.07.2018. As noticed a

spute by way of compromise dated 17

parties are happily residing as hu

heir daughter.  
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Jagmohan Vs. Sandeep Aggarwal 

al) 86.   

 In view of what has been d

n petition is allowed and FIR No. 104

Sections 406, 498-A and 506 read w

n Banur and all subsequent proceeding

judgment of conviction and order

 by the learned Additional Sessions Ju
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