Crl.R.C.(MD).No.774 of 2019

BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT
Dated: 20.12.2023

CORAM
THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE K. K.RAMAKRISHNAN

Crl.LRC(MD). No.774 0of 2019

1. Sathishkumar
2. Rajendran
3. Vijayalakshmi ... Petitioners/Appellants/Accused 1 to 3

Vs.

1. The State rep by the Inspector of Police,

All women Police Station,

Karur.
(Crime No.3 0f 2016) ... Respondent/Respondent/Complainant
2. Karthika ... Respondent/Appellant/P.W.1

PRAYER: Criminal Revision Petition has been filed under Section 397 r/w 401

of Cr.P.C., to call for the records in Crl.App.No.154 of 2018 dated 27.03.2019
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passed by the Learned Additional Sessions Judge, Mahila Court (Fast Track
Court), Karur and set aside the same by restoring the order of acquittal passed by
the Learned Judicial Magistrate, No.l, Karur in C.C.No.205 of 2016 dated

06.10.2018 the same.

For Petitioners : Mr.K.Hariharan

For Respondents : Mr.P. Kottaichamy,
Government Advocate(Crl.Side)
for R1

: Mr.N.Mohideen Basha for R2

ORDER

The petitioners are Al to A3 in C.C.No.205 of 2016 filed this revision,
challenging the conviction and sentence imposed against them in C.A.No.154 of
2018, dated 27.03.2019, by the learned Additional Sessions Judge (Fast Track

Mahila Court), Karur.

2.The case of the prosecution is that the first petitioner is the husband of
the second respondent. The petitioners 2 and 3 are the father-in-law and

mother-in-law of the second respondent. The marriage between the first
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petitioner and the second respondent was solemnized on 08.06.2014. at the time
of engagement, the petitioners 2 and 3 demanded 75 sovereigns of gold jewels
and cash of Rs.4,00,000/-. At the time of marriage, the parents of the second
respondent gave 50 sovereigns of gold jewels, a cash of Rs.1,00,000/- and house
hold articles, etc., and also promised to present the remaining jewels and cash of
Rs.3,00,000/- within three months. Right from the marriage, the wife was ill-
treated, harassed at the instigation of his family members and demanded dowry.
She was also assaulted by the petitioners and other in-laws. Based on which, the
second respondent gave a complaint and the same was registered in Crime No.3
of 2016, for the offence under Sections 498(A), 294(b), 406 and 506(i) of IPC
and Section 4 of Dowry Prohibition Act. After completion of investigation, a
final report was filed and the same was taken on file in C.C.No.205 of 2016 by

the learned Judicial Magistrate No.I, Karur.

3. Thereafter, on receipt of the summons, the petitioners appeared and
contested the case. The learned Trial Judge after following the procedure,
examined PW.1 to PW.3 and D.W.1 and perused the documents Ex.P1 to Ex.P3
and Ex.D1 to Ex.D9 and acquitted the petitioners for the offence under Sections

498(A), 294(b), 406 and 506(1) of IPC and Section 4 of Dowry Prohibition Act.
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4. Aggrieved over the same, the second respondent filed the Criminal
Appeal in C.A.No.154 of 2018 on the file of the the learned Additional Sessions
Judge (Fast Track Mahila Court), Karur. The learned Appellate Judge convicted
the petitioners under Sections 498(A) of IPC and 4 of Dowry Prohibition Act,
and sentenced to under go each one year simple Imprisonment and to pay a find
of Rs.1,000/- each in default to undergo two months simple imprisonment, for
the offence under Section 498(A) of IPC and also sentenced to undergo six
months SI and to pay a fine of Rs.1,000/- each in default to undergo one month
SI for the offence under Section 4 of Dowry Prohibition Act. Hence, the

petitioners preferred this revision before this Court.

5.Pending the same, both counsel on record would submit that the matter
has been amicably settled between the parties and they have already filed joint

compromise memo dated 19.03.2020, which 1s extracted here under:-
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6.The contents of the above joint compromise memo are read over and
explained to both the parties and they would admit the same. Therefore, the joint
compromise memo filed by both the parties is recorded and hence, this Court

passes the following order:-

6.1.In the case of matrimonial offence, when the parties entered into the
compromise as per the guidelines issued by the Hon'ble Supreme Court in the
case of Ramgopal and another Vs. The State of Madhya Pradesh reported in
2022 14 SCC 531, in order to maintain good relationship between the parties,
this Court is inclined to compound the case by setting aside the conviction and
sentence passed by the learned Additional District and Sessions Judge (Fast
Track Mahila Court), Karur and restore the acquittal judgment dated 06.10.2018

passed in C.C.No0.205 of 2016, by the learned Judicial Magistrate, No.1, Karur .

7. Accordingly, this Criminal Revision case is allowed and the conviction
and sentence imposed by the learned Additional Sessions Judge (Fast Track
Mahila Court), Karur, in C.A.No.154 of 2018, dated 27.03.2019, is hereby set

aside and the order of acquittal passed in C.C.N0.205 of 2016, on the file of the
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learned Judicial Magistrate No.1, Karur, is hereby restored. The petitioners are
acquitted from the charges levelled against them. Bail bond if any, executed by

them shall stand discharged.

20.12.2023

NCC : Yes/No
Index : Yes/No
Internet: Yes/No

vsg
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To

1. The Additional Sessions Judge,
Mahila Court (Fast Track Court), Karur.

2. The Judicial Magistrate, No.1,
Karur.

3. The Inspector of Police,
All women Police Station,
Karur.

4.The Additional Public Prosecutor,
Madurai Bench of Madras High Court,
Madurai.

5. The Section Officer,
Criminal Section(Records),
Madurai Bench of Madras High Court,
Madurai.
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K.K.RAMAKRISHNAN, J.

vsg

Crl.RC(MD). No.774 of 2019

20.12.2023



