
HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE A. SHANKAR NARAYANA 

 CRL.P.MP NO.702 OF 2017 

IN/ AND 

CRIMINAL PETITION No.741 OF 2017 

 

COMMON ORDER: 

 

Cr.P.M.P.No.702 of 2017 is filed  Sec tion 482 of Cr.P.C. to quash 

the p roc eed ings by way of c ompound ing the offenc e in S.C.No. 92 

of 2015 on the file of the Spec ia l Sessions Judge for Tria l of Cases 

under SC & ST (POA) Ac t,1989-c um-VII Add itiona l Distric t and  

Sessions Judge, Ranga  Reddy Distric t a t L.B. Nagar, reg istered  

aga inst the petitioners/ A-1 to A-5.    

 

2. The c rimina l petition is filed  under Sec tion 482 Cr.P.C. to quash 

the p roc eed ings in S.C.No. 92 of 2015 on the file of the Spec ia l 

Sessions Judge for Tria l of Cases under SC & ST (POA) Ac t,1989-c um-

VII Add itiona l Distric t and  Sessions Judge, Ranga  Reddy Distric t a t 

L.B. Nagar, reg istered  aga inst the petitioners/ A-1 to A-5.    

  

3. The offenc es a lleged  aga inst the petitioners/ A-1 to A-5 a re 

punishab le under Sec tions 417, 420, 494 of IPC, and  Sec tion 3(1)(x)  

of SC & ST (POA) Ac t, 1989. 

 

4. The a ffidavits of the petitioners/ A-1 to A-5 and  the de fac to 

c omp la inant a re filed  a long with joint memo sta ting  tha t the 

marriage of A-1 and  the de fac to c omp la inant was love marriage 

taken p lac e in the year 2011 and  due to some d ifferenc es, the 

p resent c ase has a risen on the c omp la int of the wife and  even 

other p roc eed ings have been pend ing for g rant of d ivorc e 
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instituted  initia lly by the wife and  la ter jointly requesting  for d ivorc e 

on mutua l c onsent in O.P.No.966 of 2016 on the file of the IV 

Add itiona l Distric t and  Sessions Judge, Ranga  Reddy. The de fac to 

c omp la inant would  submit tha t the terms mentioned  in the joint 

memo a re true and  c orrec t and  a ffirms the c ontents of the jo int 

memo. 

 

5.  Both, the petitioners/ A-1 to A-5 and  the de fac to 

c omp la inant/ respondent No.2 viz., Smt. Vaddemoni Swarnarekha  

as well as Sri P.Vishnuvardhan Reddy, lea rned  c ounsel for the 

petitioner and  Sri G.V.L. Murthy, lea rned  c ounsel for the respondent 

No.2 a re p resent and  the pa rties a re identified  by their respec tive 

c ounsel. The parties have p roduc ed  photosta t c op ies of their 

“ Aadhaar Cards”  in p roof of their identity.   

 

6. The memo filed  by the parties c onta ins signa tures of both 

parties and  their respec tive c ounsel and  they a ffirm the c ontents of 

the joint memo and  request to rec ord  the c ompromise. 

 

7.  In Yogendra Yadav and others v. the State of Jharkhand1 the 

Supreme Court, in the matter of c ompromise of a  non-

c ompoundab le offenc e, held  as under: 

“ The question before this Court is whether this Court c an 

c ompound  the offenc es under Sec tions 326 and  307 of 

the IPC, whic h a re non-c ompoundab le.   Need less to say 

tha t  offenc es  whic h  a re  non-c ompoundab le c annot 

be c ompounded  by the c ourt.   Courts d raw the power of 

c ompound ing offenc es from Sec tion 320 of the Code.   

The sa id  p rovision has to be stric tly fo llowed  (Gian Singh   

v.   Sta te of Punjab  {(2012) 10 SCC 303}).   However, in a  

                                                 
1 2015 (1) ALD (Crl.) 240 (Supreme Court) 
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g iven c ase, the High Court c an quash a  c rimina l 

p roc eed ing in exerc ise of its power under Sec tion 482 of 

the Code having regard  to the fac t  tha t  the pa rties  

have  amic ab ly  settled   their  d isputes  and   the  vic tim  

has  no ob jec tion, even though the offenc es a re non-

c ompoundab le.   In whic h c ases the High Court c an 

exerc ise its d isc retion to quash the p roc eed ings 

depend ing on fac ts and  c irc umstanc es of eac h c ase.   

Offenc es, whic h  involve mora l turp itude, g rave offenc es 

like rape, murder etc . c annot be effac ed   by quashing 

the p roc eed ings bec ause  tha t  will  have  ha rmful  effec t  

on  the soc iety.   Suc h offenc es c annot be sa id  to be 

restric ted  to two ind ividua ls or two groups.  If suc h 

offenc es a re quashed , it may send  wrong signa l to the 

soc iety.  However, when the High Court is c onvinc ed   tha t  

the  offenc es a re entirely persona l in na ture and , 

therefore, do not a ffec t  pub lic   peac e or tranquility and  

where it feels  tha t  quashing  of  suc h  p roc eed ings  on 

ac c ount of c ompromise would  b ring  about  peac e  and   

would   sec ure  ends  of justic e, it  should   not  hesita te  to  

quash  them.   In  suc h  c ases,  the p rosec ution bec omes 

a  lame p rosec ution.   Pursuing suc h a   lame  p rosec ution 

would  be waste of time and  energy.  Tha t will a lso unsettle  

the  c ompromise and  obstruc t restora tion of peac e.”   

 

8. Having regard  to the above submission and  c onsidering  the 

fac t tha t the parties have amic ab ly settled  the d isputes among 

themselves out of Court and  no useful purpose will be served  even if 

the pa rties a re d riven to the tria l as they c ompromised , and  

following the dec ision reported  in Gian Singh v. State of Punjab and 

another2 the c rimina l misc ellaneous petition is a llowed  and  

c ompromise is rec orded , and  c onsequently, the p roc eed ings in 

S.C.No. 92 of 2015 on the file of the Spec ia l Sessions Judge for Tria l of 

                                                 
2
  (2012) 10 SCC 303 
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Cases under SC & ST (POA) Ac t,1989-c um-VII Add itiona l Distric t and  

Sessions Judge, Ranga  Reddy Distric t a t L.B. Nagar, reg istered  

aga inst the petitioners/ A-1 to A-5 a re hereby quashed .  

 The Crl.P.MP.No.702 of 2017 and  Crl.P.No.741 of 2017 a re 

ac c ord ing ly a llowed . 

As a  sequel thereto, Misc ellaneous Petitions, if any, pend ing  in 

the Crimina l Petition stand  c losed . 

___________________________ 

A. SHANKAR NARAYANA, J 

Date:01.02.2017      

c c m  
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