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Learned counsel for resp

learned counsel for responden

aforesaid submissions made 

petitioners and the factum of 
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Court/Illaqa Magistrate, by

application or by presenting thi

The trial Court/Illaqa Ma
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nal District Judge, Amritsar in a 

 13-B of Hindu Marriage Act, on 

te convenient to the learned trial 

by moving an appropriate 

g this order. 

a Magistrate is directed to submit 

 the next date of hearing i.e. 

ollowing information:- 

 arrayed as accused in the FIR; 

ed is a proclaimed offender; 

romise is genuine, voluntary and 

on or undue influence; 

sed persons are involved in any 

 and 

is also directed to record the 

vestigating Officer so as to know 

/complainants are there in the FIR 

s/complainant as well as accused 

mpromise in question. 

rt be sent through FAX, to the 

Court.”�

rom the learned Judicial Magistrate 

10.10.2024, duly forwarded by the 

mritsar, has been received, wherein 

e not appeared for suffering the 

ble High Court. Statements of the 

e report can be sent’. �

the petitioners submits that the 

the learned before the learned trial 

as 

he 

he 

en 

ar 

eir 

ies 

2) 

 

on 

ial 

te 

it 

.e. 

ny 

he 

ow 

IR 

ed 

he 

 

 the 

rein 

he 

he 

the 

trial 

RISHU KATARIA
2024.12.02 17:19
I attest to the accuracy and
authenticity of this
order/judgment.



CRM-M-351

Court for re

also submitt

paid to the 

upon a judg

another, La

complainant

nothing mor

such FIR 

quashed’. In

he has ‘no ob

  

has perused 

  

settled betw

No. 1, name

granted decr

decree dated

Rs.80,000/

has been sett

in view the f

reproduced 

justice, the c

  

“Ruchi Aga

35107-2024  -4-  
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and Mohd. Shamim v Smt. Nahid B
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sband and wife, once the parties have

ought divorce by mutual consent, if th
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ara 8 of said judgment reads as under:

“8. In view of the above said
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 In Mohd. Shamim’s case (supr

s under: -�

“A. Criminal Procedure Code,

Code, Section 406 and 498A 

FIR under Sections 498A, 406

entering into settlement at in

accepting Rs. 2.25 lacs from hu

FIR quashed - In view of condu

proceedings would be abuse of p

B. Criminal Procedure Code,

Indian Penal Code, Sectio

Compounding of offence-FIR u

Indian Penal Code-Parties ente

intervention of trial Judge- Wi
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backed out and stated agreeme

signed by misrepresentation -
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(Criminal) 949 (SC) relied”.�
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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 

er 

 

llow 

the 

e is 

cure 

nial 

 of 

rved 

RISHU KATARIA
2024.12.02 17:19
I attest to the accuracy and
authenticity of this
order/judgment.



CRM-M-351

that in orde

process of C

criminal pro

relevant por

below:-�

  

petition is a

registered u

Police Statio

therefrom, o

of divorce b

passed by th

qua the petit

 

28.11.2024

rishu        
  

  

   

35107-2024  -7-  

 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

quashing a criminal proceedi

exercise of its inherent jurisdic

from the power given to a crim

the offences under Section 320 o
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exercised in accord with the 
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abuse of the process of any Cou
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 In view of what has been d

n is allowed and FIR No. 37 dated

red under Sections 406, 498-A, 494

 Station Amritsar City and all the cons

rom, on the basis of compromise encap

orce by way of mutual consent dated

 by the learned Family Court, Amirts

e petitioners only. 
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 Whether speaking/reasoned 

 Whether Reportable  

   

justice or to prevent the abuse of 

n be used by this Court to quash 

mpromise has been effected. The 
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ges from the above discussion can 
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