
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED : 01.08.2017

CORAM

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE M.S.RAMESH

Crl.OP No.7901 of 2017
and

Crl.M.P.No.5715 of 2017

Sai Venkata Prasad  ..   Petitioners

Vs.

1. State Rep.by
    Assistant Commissioner of Police,
    Kilpauk Range,
    Kilpauk, Chennai – 10. 

2. Nagarathna                  ..  Respondent

Prayer:- Criminal Original Petition filed under Section 482
Cr.P.C., to call for the records in S.C.No.224 of 2016 on the
file  of  Learned  Principal  Sessions  Judge,  (Mahalir  Neethi
Mandram) Chennai.

For Petitioner  :Mr.R.Shanmugasundaram, Sr.C 
  for Mr.A.Gopinath

For Respondent-1 :Mr. P.Govindarajan
  Additional Public Prosecutor

For Respondent-2 :Mr.G.Hanumantharao

 O R D E R

Heard the learned Senior counsel for the petitioner as
well as the learned counsel for the second respondent and the
learned Additional Public Prosecutor appearing for the first
respondent.

2.When  the  matter  came  up  for  hearing  today,  the
petitioner as well as the de facto complainant are personally
present before this Court and they are also identified by the
Inspector of Police, Kilpauk  Police Station, Chennai.

3.The  learned  Senior  counsel  for  the  petitioner
submitted that pending proceedings in S.C.No.224 of 2016 on
the  file  of  the  learned  Principal  Sessions  Judge  (Mahalir
Neethi  Mandram),  Chennai,  the  de  facto  complainant/secondhttps://hcservices.ecourts.gov.in/hcservices/



respondent herein and the petitioner have amicably resolved
the dispute between themselves, pursuant to which, the de-
facto complainant/second respondent has agreed not to press
the complaint made against the petitioner. 

4.The  learned  counsel  for  the  second
respondent/defacto  complainant  submitted  that  in  this
connection, the second respondent has also filed an affidavit
dated 01.08.2017 stating that she does not intend to pursue
the matter further and that the  proceedings in S.C.No.224 of
2016 pending on the file of the learned Principal Sessions
Judge  (Mahalir  Neethi  Mandram),  Chennai,  against  the
petitioner may be quashed.

5.Considering  the  submissions  made  by  the  learned
counsel for the parties and also recording the statements made
by the de-facto complainant in the affidavit filed by her, the
proceedings in S.C.No.224 of 2016 on the file of the learned
Principal Sessions Judge (Mahalir Neethi Mandram), Chennai is
quashed.   Accordingly,  the  Criminal  Original  Petition  is
allowed.  Consequently,  connected  Miscellaneous  petition  is
closed.

  
Sd/-

 Asst.Registrar (CS IV )

/true copy/

Sub Asst. Registrar

AT
To

1.The Principal Sessions Judge,
(Mahalir Neethi Mandram),Chennai.

2. The Assistant Commissioner of Police,
    Kilpauk Range,
    Kilpauk, Chennai – 10. 

3.The Public Prosecutor,
   High Court, Madras.

Crl.OP No.7901 of 2017 and
Crl.M.P.No.5715 of 2017

ss(11/8/2017)
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