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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
CRL.M.C. 3408/2015

RAMAN KUMARVERMA & ANR ... Petitioners
Represented by: None.

Versus
STATE (NCT OF DELHI) & ORS ... Respondents
Represented by: Mr.Amit Ahlawat, APP for State
CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE PRADEEP NANDRAJOG
ORDER
% 07.09.2016

Respondent No.4 is not appearing.
Respondent No.4 is the complainant. The petitioners are the accused.
On a complaint lodged by respondent No.4, FIR for offence

punishable under Section 324/34 IPC has been registered. As per the
averments in the petition the complainant has settled the dispute with the

petitioners. If thisis so, it was expected that a joint petition for quashing of
the FIR wasfiled.

4,

Since none appears for the petitioners, the petition is dismissed

observing that it would be open for the petitioners to join respondent No.4

and file a joint petition containing consent of respondent No.4 along with
affidavit of respondent No.4 for the FIR in question to be quashed.

PRADEEP NANDRAJOG, J

SEPTEMBER 07, 2016
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