IN THE H GH COURT OF JUDI CATURE AT NMADRAS
DATED : 01.09. 2021
CORAM
THE HON BLE MR JUSTI CE M NI RVAL KUMAR
CRL. O. P. No. 15040 of 2021
1. Surya @Prema
2.Chithra @Vijayachithra
3. Thul asi ...Petitioners
Ver sus

1. State represented by,

| nspector of Police,

H 6, R K Nagar Police Station,

Chennai .
2. John .. . Respondent s
PRAYER. Crimnal Oiginal Petition filed under Section 482 of
the Code of Crimnal Procedure, to call for the records
pertaining to the First Information Report in Crine No.1322 of
2018 pending investigation on the file of the first respondent
police, quash the same based on the conpromise arrived at
between the petitioners and the 2nd respondent/defacto
conpl ai nant .

For Petitioner : M. K Kannnan,
for M. A Bal anurugan

For Respondents : M . A. Danodar an,
Gover nnment Advocate (Crl. Side)
for RL

M. J. Prakash,
for R2

ORDER
This Crimnal Oiginal Petition has been filed to quash
the FIR in Crinme No.1322 of 2018, dated 23.12.2018 on the file
of the 1st respondent Police.

2. The case of the prosecution is that on 23.12.2018,
one Naresh, who is no nore, along with others abused the defacto
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conplainant's wfe in a drunken state. Wen the defacto
conpl ai nant questioned the sanme, the petitioner along with other
accused abused the defacto conplainant in filthy |anguage,
attacked him with wooden | og and threatened him with dire
consequences. Hence, he lodged a conplaint before the 1st
respondent police. On receipt of the same, a case in Crine
No. 1322 of 2018 was registered on the sane day for the offencecs
under Sections 147, 148, 294(b), 341, 324 and 506(ii) of IPC.

3. The case is still at the stage of investigation. By
passage of time, the parties have decided to bury their hatchet
and conprom sed the di spute am cably anong thensel ves.

4. The defacto conplainant have filed an affidavit of

conprom se, dated 16.08.2021 to that effect. The petitioners
and the 2n respondent are present through Video conferencing.
In the joint affidavit of conpromise, it is stated that the

petitioners and the defacto conpl ainant are nei ghbours and they
decided to settle the issue between them am cably, now
conprom sed and the defacto conplainant is not inclined to
proceed wth the investigation further. This Court also
enquired both the parties and was satisfied that the parties
have cone to an am cable settl enent between thensel ves.

5. Under such circunstances, no useful purpose wll be
served in keeping the First Information Report pending, even
t hough, the offences involved are not conpoundable in nature.
In the light of the guidelines given by the Hon'ble Suprene
Cour t reported in 2017 9 SCC 641-(Parbathbhai Aahir @
Par bat hbhai Vs. State of Gujrath), and after exercising due
caution as advised by the Hon'ble Suprnme Court in The State of
Madhya Pradesh v. Dhruv Qurjar and Another reported in (2019) 2
MJ Cl 10), this Court in exercise of its jurisdiction under
Section 482 C.P.C., quashes the First Information Report in
Crinme No. 1322 of 2018, on the file of the 1st respondent Police.

6. This Crimnal Oiginal Petition stands allowed and as a
sequel, the investigation in Crine No.1322 of 2018, on the file

of the 1st respondent police, 1is quashed as against the
petitioners.

Sd/ -
Assi stant Registrar (CS-111)

/'l True Copy //

Sub Assistant Registrar

nmp
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To

1. I nspector of Police,
H 6, R K Nagar Police Station,
Chennai .

2. The Public Prosecutor,
H gh Court, Madras.

+lcc to M. A Bal anurugan, Advocate SR No.43888
CRL. O P. No. 15040 of 2021

AJS( CO)
RVM 29/ 09/ 2021)
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