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. IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEYW DELHI

b OW.PORL) 20002016
SHIVAM & ORS,

Through:

Yersls

STATE & ANR.

e PELITIODEY
Mr, Vimal Duggal, Advoeale.

... Respondent

' Through: M RS, Kundu, Additional Standing
- Counsel for Stale with 50 Ryjpal. PS5
[lttam Nagar.
WP ICRL) 20012016
DHEERAT BAPOOE Petitioner
Through:  Mr.Vimal Duggal, Advocale,
VErsLs
STAlE&EANE Respondent
Through:  Mr, RS, Kundu, Additional Standing
Counsel Tor State with 51 Rajpal, P5
Ulttam Nagar,
. CORAM:
] HON'BLE MR, JUSTICE ¥IPIN SANCGHI
ORDER
i 15.07.2016

CrL.M. A, Nos.10460-61/2016

Fxemplion allewed, subjeet e ull just exceptions.  The upplications stand

disposed of.

By:AM

Signaturieiﬁl‘ Verified
Digitally,Signed
YA



W.PICRL)Y 20002016 & 20012016

These two petitions have been preferred under Article 226 ol lhe

Consticution of India to seek quashing ol the cross-FIRs registered by the
parlics against each other. W.P. (Crl} No 2000:2016 has hean prelerred 1o
seek the guashing of FIE e 7142003 dated 031220153 under Scclion
32534 |PC registered ul P8 Uftam Nagar against the petlioners at the
instance of respendent Neo.2 Tiheerai Kapoor. On e other hand, WP, (Crl]
Wa, 2001:2016 has been preferred to seek the quashing ol FIR No, 34872013
dated 04.10.2013 wnder Section 4327324323734 1PC registercd ar T'S
Paharoanj aeainst the petitioner Dheeryy Kapoor on the complaint  of
respondent No.2 Shivam,

Roth the petitions are premised on a settlement atrived al between the
partics. The alfiduvits of the complainant in both the cases have heen [iled.
Uheersj Kupoor. the complainant in relation to FIR No 71472013 18 prosen
in court. e is identificd by his counsel Mr. Duggal o W.I. (Crl.)
No 2002006, Tle has also produced hiz Aadhar card as prool of his
identity. a copy whereof has been remained on record.  He stares thal the
settlement has been arvived at between the complainant and the accused oul
ol his own Tree will and he does not wish to pursue the said complaint any
further,

Similarly, the complainant in respect o IR No.248:201 3. numely,
Shivam is present in court, [T has fled his allidavit in support ol the
petition and states that the setcdement hus been arrived at out ol his own free
will and he decs not wish Lo pursug the said complaint any further. He is
identified by his counsel Mr, Dugpal. He has also produced his Aadhar card

as proel ol his identity, a copy whereot has been retained on record,
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In these circumstances, no o useful purpuse would be served in
proceeding with either of the atoresuid two cases. Accordingly, the TTR in
poth the cuses are quashed.

Petitions stund disposed ol

VIPTN SANGHT, J
JULY 15, 2016
aT



