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IN THE HIGH COURT AT CALCUTTA
Criminal Revisional Jurisdiction

C.R.R 3016 of 2018

In the matter of : RiaNandi = ... petitioner.

In Re : An application under 482 of the Code of Criminal Procedure.

Mr. Soumya Subhra Roy
....for the petitioner.
Mr. Subrata Saha
..... for the Opposite Party no.2.
Mr. Arijit Ganguly
Ms. Sujata Das
....for the State.

Report submitted by Mr. Arijit Ganguly, learned advocate for
the State be kept with the record.

A submission was advanced on behalf of the learned
advocate for the petitioner as well as that of the learned advocate for
the private opposite party no.2 that compromise has been effected
between the parties and as such, the proceedings may be quashed.

Consequently, this court by an order dated 22rd March, 2022
called for a report from the concerned officer of Chakdah Police
Station. A report has been submitted by the Inspector-in-Charge,
Chakdah Police Station which contains both the copy of the further
statement of the opposite party no. 2 and the self declaration of the
opposite party no. 2. The said self-declaration as well as the further
statement reflects that the complainant intends to continue with the

litigation.



Having regard to the same, I am of the opinion that no
interference is called for by this court in respect of the submissions
advanced by the learned counsel appearing for the parties.

Accordingly, the revisional application being CRR 3016 of
2018 is dismissed.

All pending applications, if any, in connection with the
revisional application, are consequently dismissed.

Interim order, if any, is hereby vacated.

All concerned parties are to act in terms of a copy of this

order duly downloaded from the official website of this court.

[Tirthankar Ghosh, J]



