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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY,

                      BENCH AT AURANGABAD                            

 CRIMINAL WRIT PETITION NO. 451 of 2016 

Rajendra Humraj Kolapkar, 

age 46 years occupation Doctor 

R/o Trimurti Chowk, CIDCO, Pawar Nagar, 

Nashik Taluka and District Nashik ...PETITIONER

                       VERSUS

1. The State of Maharashtra 

through its Jilha Peth Police Station, 

Jalgaon, District Jalgaon

2. Namdeo S/o Polad Patil, 

age 45 years occupation Contractor 

R/o Plot No. 61, Highway Darshan Colony, 

Nimkheda Shivar, Jalgaon, Taluka and District Jalgaon. 

...RESPONDENTS

Mr G.K. Muneshwar, Advocate for petitioner

Mr K.N. Lokhande, A.P.P. for respondent No.1 

Mr U. S. Patil, Advocate for respondent No.2

                                   CORAM :  N. W. SAMBRE, J. 

      DATE     :  23rd February  2017

PER COURT

Heard.

2. The  complainant  is  present  before  this  Court.   The present 

proceedings are by the accused for quashing the order of refusal of 

discharge  passed  by  the  learned  Chief  Judicial  Magistrate,  First 

Class, Jalgaon, on Exh. 13 in R.C.C. No. 392/2015.
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3. The petitioner is booked in C.R. No. 142/2014, for the offences 

punishable under Sections 420, 504, 506 read with Section 34 of the 

Indian Penal Code.  

4. All these offences are compoundable.  A term of compromise 

is  tendered  before  the  Court,  duly  signed  by  Reajendra  Humraj 

Kolpakar and Namdeo Polad Patil.

5. The same is verified by the complainant before this Court. As 

such, the writ petition is dismissed of with following order:

6. The  offence  registered  against  the  present  petitioner  vide 

R.C.C. No. 392/2015 for the offences punishable under Sections 420, 

504,  506  read  with  Section  34  of  the  Indian  Penal  Code  stands 

compounded.  The petitioner stands acquitted of the charge in view 

of compromise.

7. The  complainant  is  permitted  to  withdraw  the  amount, 

deposited in this Court, with interest, pursuant to no objection given 

by the accused persons.

          ( N. W. SAMBRE, J.)

Note:   Order corrected as per Court's Order dated 30th Nov.  2017.
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