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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+ CRL.M.C. 17392017 & Crl. M.A. no. 7064/2017
NANAK CHANIY SAINT & ORS v Pelitioners
Through — Mr. Tanmay Mehta and Mr. Ankur
Sami, Advs.

YECSUS
STATE OF NCT OF DELHT & ANR erer R2spondenty

Through  Mr. M.S, Oberoi. APP with 51 Jaivind
Kumar, P.5. Kalvanpuri for the State

AND
+ CRLM.C. 1740:2017
MANCO L Petitioner
Through  Mr. Shekhar Nanavaty, Adv.
VEISUS
STATENCTOF DELHI & ORS L Eespondents
Through  Mr. M.S. Oberol, APP with 51 Jaivind
kKumar, P.5. Kalyanpur for the State
CORAM:
MON'BLE MR JUSTICE A.K. PATHAK
W ORDER
o 22.02.2018
Petitioner Mano] {accused) has filed Crl. M.C. No. 174052017 for
quashing of the FIR No. 872012 under Sections 3%2/328734 registered at
Police Station Kalvanpuri on the complaint of Shri Nanak Chand Saini
(respondent no. 2). Respondent nos. 3 and 4 were also involved in the
property transactions with respondent no. 2. A perusal of FIR shows thal
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disputes arose in respect of sale transaction of HIG Flat ne. 5-27703, Vasant
Kunj, New Delhi, which led 1o registration of the aforesaid FIR,

Petitioner Nanak Chand Saimi, Kul Bhushan Sachdeva and Ashok
Kumar Singh (respondentsfeomplainants in Crl. M.C. ho. 184072017} have
Gled Crl, M.C, No. 173972017 for quashing of complaint cuse no. 47795716,
which wus filed by the respondent no. 2 Manoj (petitionerfaccused in Crl.
MLC. No. 17402017, pending in the Courl of Ms. Shivali Sharma, CMM,
Karkardooma Courts, Delhi. Aforesaid complaint case also arase from the
property disputes, which led w registration of the aforesaid FIR.

It iz submitted that Nanak Chand Saini, Kol Bhushan Sachdeva,
Ashok Kumar Singh and Manoj have amicably settled thueir disputes, vide
Settlement Agreement dated 15" April, 2017; therefore, aforesaid FIR and
the consequent proceedings emanating Lherefrom as also the complaint case
may be quashed. Nanak Chand Saini, Kul Bhushan Sachdeva, Ashok
Kumnar Singh and Mano] are present in Court and have been identitied by 51
Jaivind Kumar of pulice station Kalyvanpuri. All these persons state that they
have settled their disputes amicably of their own free will and without any
undue force, pressure or coercion, They are not willing to pursue their

respective cases. Accordingly, FIR as well as criminal complaint caze may
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be quashed.

Learmned APP for State opposcs quashing of the FIR on the pretexi Lhat
allegalions are serious in nature, inasmuch as ofTence under Section 3(10) of
the SCAST Act are involved; therefore, FIR may not be quashed.

Per contra, learned counsel for the complainantsiaccused have
comtended that Lo put a guictus to the disputes belween the parties, Courl can
quash the FIR in respect of non-compoundable offence including the offence
under the SC/ST Acl, Tt is further contended that FIRs registered under
Qection 3 of the SC/ST Act have been quashed by the learned Single Judges
of this Court in petitions under Section 482 Cr.P.C. Reliance has been
placed on judgment dated 18" December. 2015 passed in Crl. MLC.
1649/2015 ttled Om Prakash Sharma & Ors. vs. Slale & Anr., judgment
dated 30" Seplember, 2015 passed in Crl, M.C. 405372015 titled Auley
Mohd, 1ghal and Ors, v&. State NCT of Delhi and Aunr,, judgment dated 16"
February, 2016 passed in Crl, M.C. No, 903/2013 titled Teetwuni & Ors, vs.
Srate of Delhi & Ors. and judgment dated 2™ March, 2016 passed in Crl.
NLC. B09/2016 titled Kiran Bala vs. State of NCT of Delhi & Anr.,

In the cases referred above, 11 was held that even though offences are

not compoundable and of serious nature, the Court can still quash the FIR.
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when iU feels thal continuation of the ecriminal proceedings would
tantamount to abuse of process of law and justice demands that the disputes
between the partivs are put W an end and peace is restored. In Lthis case.
parties were known to cach other. Dhsputes arose hetween them in respect
ol the property deal. Now, they have settled their disputes amicahly in order
to pul a quietus L all their disputes between them. which are invalved in the
commplaint and the FIR.

Tni the totality of facts and circumstances of this case. | am of the VoW
that no fruitful purpose would be served to keep the criminal proceedings
pending and continuation thereof will result in wilage of process of law,
Accordingly, in the interest of justice, aforesaid FIR and the consequent
proceedings emanating Lherefrom  as well as aforesaid criminal complaint
case are quashed.

Bath the petitions are disposed of in the above terms.  Miscellancous
application is disposed of as infructuous. Dastl.

O
AK PATHAK, J.

FEBRUARY 22, 2018
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