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this Court:- 

“Present petition under 

seeking quashing of FI

under Sections 323, 40

registered at Women Po

Panipat (Annexure P1)
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of dissolution of marriag

dated 31.05.2022 pass

Principal Judge, Fami
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Marriage Act, 1955 wa
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final settlement and all p
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nstituted on 08/10.11.2021. 

el for the petitioner/husband inter 

the petitioner was married to 

24.10.2020. They started residing 

a few days thereafter, since 

d was born out of their wedlock. 

as registered on 07.07.2021 i.e 

after the complainant left the 

FIR was against 8 persons, of 

rated and challan was filed only 

petitioner on 13.09.2021. In the 

under Section 13-B of Hindu 

 was filed on 13.07.2021; and 

 divorce there under vide decree 
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and after receiving the fu

not coming forth for reco

present case. It is further 

No.2 has re-married ther

upon judgment of Hon’b

Agarwal Vs. Amit Kuma

ID # 78949, wherein it ha

�A. Criminal Proce

482 – Indian Pen

506 – Criminal a

husband and wif

compromise and 

consent – Wife, ho

under sections 49

Code, despite comp

wanted to harass h

the relief”. 

� The legal position

clear. However, today, t
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Accordingly, in the

is adjourned to 05.07.2
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the date fixed. Interim ord

In view of the above, lea
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that the parties may be directed

trial Court/Illaqa Magistrate, f
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of decree of dissolution of m

consent dated 31.05.2022 pa

Principal Judge, Family Court

769-2021 instituted on 08/10.11
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on’ble Supreme Court in “Ruchi 
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rocedure Code, Sections 320 and 

Penal Code, Sections 498A and 
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ition in such like cases is very 
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5.  The trial Court is a

statement of the Investi

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

 

 Pursuant thereto, report from th

ass, Panipat, vide letter dated 23.09.2

d District and Sessions Judge, Panipat

eported that ‘nothing can be comm

 the parties as respondent No. 2

he learned trial Court despite issuan

ders dated 18.07.2024, 22.07.202

24 and 20.09.2024 for recordi
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 Learned counsel appearing for r
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ts that they have ‘no objection’ in 

d and the impugned FIR (Annexur

 In view of the above, learned 
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rused the file.�

 In view of the above, this Court
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vestigating Officer so as to know 

omplainants are there in the FIR 
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promise in question.�

rt be sent through FAX, to the 

Court.”�
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23.09.2024, duly forwarded by the 

anipat, has been received, wherein it 
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. 2-complainant did not appear 

ssuance of repeated notices to her 

7.2024, 29.07.2024, 06.09.2024, 

ording her statement qua the 

g for respondent No. 2-complainant 

complainant as well as her father 

in case, the present petition is 

nexure P-1) qua the petitioner is 

arned State counsel has also stated 

IR is quashed qua the petitioner.�

 learned counsel for the parties and 
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dent No. 2 have already been granted

l consent vide judgment and 

xure P-3) and the petitioner had also p

,00,000/- to the respondent No.2.  Sin

e parties have decided to live in peace

ure the ends of justice, the crimina
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 At this stage, reference may b

i Agarwal Vs. Amit Kumar Agraw

and Mohd. Shamim v Smt. Nahid 

wherein it has been held that in cri

sband and wife, once the parties have

ought divorce by mutual consent, if th

Sections 498-A and 506 IPC then it i

 the husband even after getting the 

to be quashed.�

 In Ruchi Agarwal’s case (supr

on’ble Supreme Court challenging

nchal High Court whereby criminal 

t the respondent husband was quashed

pellant-wife had resiled from compro

on’ble Supreme Court quashed the F

 323 and 506 IPC and Sections 3 and

ara 8 of said judgment reads as under:

   

ranted decree of divorce by way of 

and decree dated 31.05.2022 

 also paid the entire agreed amount 

.  Since the matter has been settled 

 peace, this Court feels that in order 

riminal proceedings deserve to be 

may be made to the judgment of 

Agrawal” Law Finder Doc ID # 

ahid Begum, Law Finder Doc Id 

t in criminal/civil litigation between 

s have entered into compromise and 
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en it is clear that the wife wants to 
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“8. In view of the above said

conduct of the appellant, it wou

of the court if the criminal p

appeal arises is allowed to cont

considered opinion to do comp

dismissing this appeal also qua

the Criminal Case No. Cr. No. 

Station, Bilaspur, (Distt. Rampu

323 and 506 Indian Penal Code 

the Dowry Prohibition Act agai

is ordered accordingly. The appe

 

 In Mohd. Shamim’s case (s

held as 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

and another sum of 50,000 to

quashing the FIR- Petition fo

backed out and stated agreeme

signed by misrepresentation -

conduct of wife continuance 

would be an abuse of process o

(Criminal) 949 (SC) relied”.�

 As per the Full Bench judgment

   

e said subsequent events and the 

 it would be an abuse of the process 

inal proceedings from which this 

o continue. Therefore, we are of the 

 complete justice, we should while 

lso quash proceedings arising from 

r. No. 224/2003 registered in Police 

Rampur) filed under sections 498A, 

de and under Sections 3 and 4 of 

ct against the respondents herein. It 

e appeal is disposed of”.�

ase (supra) Hon’ble Supreme 

Code, Section 320-Indian Penal 

- Compounding of offence - 

A, 406 Indian Penal Code-Wife 
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Code, Sections 320 and 482 - 

Sections 498A and 406 - 
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,000 to be paid at the time of 
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 and others Vs. State of Punjab”, 200

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

b 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 f

be summarised thus: the power 

a criminal proceeding or FIR o

inherent jurisdiction is distinct 

given to a criminal court for com

Section 320 of the Code. Inhere

with no statutory limitation b

accord with the guideline engra

secure the ends of justice or 

process of any Court.” 

�

 In view of what has been d

n is allowed and FIR No. 0117 dated

   

”, 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-

erges from the above discussion can 

ower of the High Court in quashing 

 FIR or complaint in exercise of its 

istinct and different from the power 

for compounding the offences under 

 Inherent power is of wide plenitude 

tion but it has to be exercised in 

 engrafted in such power viz; (i) to 

ice or (ii) to prevent abuse of the 

een discussed here-in-above, this 

7 dated 07.07.2021 (Annexure P-1) 
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red under Sections 323, 406, 498-A a

t Women Police Station Panipat, D

uential proceedings arising therefrom

sulated in the terms of decree of divor

31.05.2022 (Annexure P-3) passed b

, are ordered to be quashed qua the pe
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 �

 Whether speaking/reasoned 

 Whether Reportable  

   

A and 506 read with Section 34 

ipat, District Panipat and all the 
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f divorce by way of mutual consent 

ssed by the learned Family Court, 

 the petitioner.�
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