Crl.0.P.No0.30360 of 2025

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED: 14.11.2025

CORAM:

THE HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE A.D.JAGADISH CHANDIRA

Crl.0.P.No0.30360 of 2025

1. Immanuvel Leeban

2. Ebran Joseph

3. Kavitha

4. Irudhaya Jesintha

5.  Andhoni @ Andhoni Raj

6. Prabha ... Petitioners
Vs.

1.  The Sub-Inspector of Police,
AWPS — Anna Nagar Police Station,
Chennai.

2. Jebakani Ishwarya ... Respondents

PRAYER : Criminal Original Petition 1s filed under Section 528 of
Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita/Section 482 Cr.P.C., to call for the
records in C.C.No.56 of 2024, on the file of the Metropolitan Magistrate-
cum-Additional Mahila Court, Egmore and quash the same as against the

petitioners.
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Crl.0.P.No0.30360 of 2025

For Petitioners : Ms.G.Amala

For R1 : Mr.R.Vinothraja
Government Advocate (Criminal Side)
For R2 : Ms.D.Kamachi
ORDER

The present Criminal Original Petition has been filed seeking to
quash the proceedings in C.C.No.56 of 2024, on the file of the Metropolitan
Magistrate-cum-Additional Mahila Court, Egmore, on the basis of the
compromise arrived at between the petitioners and the de facto

complainant/second respondent.

2. Heard both sides and perused the materials available on

record.

3. Based on the complaint given by the de facto
complainant/R2, a case in Crime No.7 of 2024 was registered on the file of
the first respondent Police against the petitioners, for the offences under
Sections 498(A), 506(1) and 34 of IPC. After completion of investigation, a
charge sheet was filed and taken cognizance of in C.C.No0.56 of 2024 on the

file of the Metropolitan Magistrate-cum-Additional Mahila Court, Egmore.
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Crl.0.P.N0.30360 of 2025
4. Learned counsel appearing for the petitioners as well as for

the de facto complainant submitted that the matter arises out of a
matrimonial dispute and that on the advice of the elders, the parties have
now amicably settled the issue among themselves. It is further submitted
that the parties have also agreed to return the respective belongings and
jewels to each other and the first petitioner and the second respondent have
also agreed to file a divorce petition by mutual consent. Hence, they seek to
quash the First Information Report as against the petitioners. Affidavits and

a Memorandum of Understanding to that effect have also been filed.

5. The petitioners and the de facto complainant/R2 appeared
before this Court and were identified by their respective counsel as well as

by Ms.P.Lakshmisri, WSSI, W7 AWPS.

6. On being enquired by this Court, the de facto complainant
stated that she has amicably settled the dispute with the petitioners and she
is not willing to pursue the criminal proceedings and therefore, seeks to

quash the same.

7.  The scanned copy of Memorandum of Understanding dated
12.11.2025 entered into between the parties is reproduced below:-
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.0 Ha. 86 of 20324
[Cin the Fle of the Learmed Metropalitan Pugiwienre.
Imumanuvel Lecban M/ A 28 Y8,
/o, Ebran .Jascph,
Mo, 8,56, Pillaysr Kovil 41" HT'-T"'-"‘-
Anamentho Mager, Hals rishinapuratil.
Dindugal - 05,

Elran Joseph M A 35 ¥Ts,

S/ 0 Diharmarai,

Mo, & /56, Pillayar Eovil 4% Street,
Anumantha Negar, Balakrishoapurar,

IHndugal - 03,

Kavithe F/A 30 ¥rs,

O /o, Ebran Josepi,

Mo, 856, Pilawar Kovil 40 Sirect,
Anumantha Nagar, Balskrishnopuram,

Dindugal - O,

Irudhaya Jesintha F/ & 30 s,

WS nL Sammuael,

Mo, 32, Bhararhi Magar,

SVD Nagar, Kovilpapalkoadi, Madursi

Andhoni & Andhoni Baj MAA 30 yes,
5/0. Raju,

Mo. L&, 10w Cross Street,
Trastpuram, Koedampaklesmm,
Chennai — OO0,

. Prabha F/A 43 yrs,

W/ia. antheny,
Mo, 18, 10" Cross Streel,
Truatpuram, Kodampakkarmn,
Chennai — 600024,

VE-
The Sub Inspectnr of Police,
AWPS-Anna Nagar Pelice Soation,

Additienal Saklis Court. Egreors|

woPetitioner/ Accused

Chenne v Respondent / Complainant
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Crl.0.P.No0.30360 of 2025

2 Jehnlant lshwars,
Mo Yegntesh Malragait,
No, 2498, Jeba Cotrage,
Bl Ha__i_,‘ﬂl'. At Street, I"‘\iir'u.‘c.-'.'lgrlrn Road,
Kaathakinam Pest, Madurad - G25107.
ICrime No. OV of 2029 . Respondent/Defacto Complainan

MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING ENTERED BETWEEN THE PARTg,

The Petitionérs and Da-facto complainant respectfolly submits that;

The 1+ Petitioner’s marriage was  celebrated with  the 2
resportdent Sde focto compiainant herein on T202,30273 at 56 Anthonivar
Church, Madurad ns per Christian rites and customs, No child was bomn
through this wedlack. They had some difference of opinion and quasrel
between each other's familics and they got separeted during 21.01.20249
Further, they had filed cases agamnst each ather. After & brief compromizse
talks, 1he 1+ Petitivner and the defacto complainant come to an amicable,

scrtlement and reduce it in written as follows:
The terms and conditlons of the amicable settlements are as follows:

a) The 1v Petitioner agreed to pay a sum of Rs.21 lakha [twenty one

lakhs) as & full and final settlement for the 27 Respondent,

b) The 1% Petitioner agreed to return all her jewelleres and belongings
under his custody o the 2% pespondent herein.

c] The 2 respondent agreed to return the belongings and Jewels of

the 1% Petitioner to bim.
d] The 1 petitioner and the 2nd respondent herein decided to fle
divarce potition under the ground of mutual consent befors the

concerned Family Court, Chenned.
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Crl.0.P.No0.30360 of 2025

]
e} The 2n respondent should cooperate and give her consent for

quashing the criminal complaint in CC No. 56 of 2024 on the file of

the Metropolitan Magistrate cum Additiennl Mahila Cowrt, Egmore.

fy The L petitioner agreed to return the jewelleries under als Cuntody
and Rupees 11 lakhs (eleven Jakhs| to the 27 reapondent herein at

tive Lz of 1Y hearing of the quash Petiticn.

El The 27 respondenl would return the belongings, Thalli, passport
and cte.., of the 1= Petitloner to him at the Hme of 19 hearing of the
CrlL.CLE.

h) The 1* pelitioner agreed to pay A balance sum of rapees 10
(Rupeas Ten lakhs] ar the dme of 2 motion of the Crl.OLP praving

o file divorcs under the pround of mutual conscot.

i) The 2 respendent agreed o relurn 10 Sovereigne of chain of the
= pebitioner at the time 277 motion of the 0P, for divorce.

Dated at Chennet on this the 120 day of November, 2025,

=Ly wﬂﬁ%’l

Ammanyvel Lawsan| Febaland Tnkwaryu|
|

5 : BE-Facto complalnant § 1% Rasgssd ent
ﬂﬂ"?ﬁ@ﬂ L& & b e

|Ebran Jasaph| [awicha|

2. fupi i3,

2 8
|trodheps Jealaiha) (And a dh.ndn__;

0.febll

(o e

COUNSEL FOR PETITIONER COUNBEL FOR 2% RESPONDENT
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Crl.0.P.No0.30360 of 2025

8. Learned Government Advocate (Criminal Side) appearing on
behalf of the first respondent submitted that though the parties entered into a
compromise while this case is pending, this Court, taking into account the
seriousness of the offence, has to consider the 1ssue as to whether an offence

of this nature can be quashed on the ground of compromise between parties.

9. The main issue that requires the consideration of this Court is
as to whether this Court can quash the criminal proceedings involving non-
compoundable offences pending against the petitioners. The Hon'ble
Supreme Court, in the case of Parbathbhai Aahir @ Parbathbhai Vs. State
of Gujarat, reported in 2017 9 SCC 641, has given sufficient guidelines that
must be taken into consideration by this Court while exercising its
jurisdiction under Section 482 of Cr.P.C. (corresponding to Section 528
BNSS), to quash non-compoundable offences. One very important test that
has been laid down is that the Court must necessarily examine if the crime
in question is purely individual in nature or a crime against the society with
overriding public interest. The Hon'ble Supreme Court has held that
offences against the society with overriding public interest even if they get

settled between the parties, cannot be quashed by this Court.
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Crl.0.P.No0.30360 of 2025

10. In the present case, the offences in question are purely
individual/personal in nature. It involves dispute between the petitioners
and the second respondent and quashing the proceedings will not affect any
overriding public interest in this case and no useful purpose will be served
in continuing with the criminal proceedings. In view of the above, this Court
is inclined to quash the proceedings pending against the petitioners in
C.C.No.56 of 2024 on the file of the Metropolitan Magistrate-cum-
Additional Mahila Court, Egmore, in exercise of its jurisdiction under

Section 482 Cr.P.C./Section 528 BNSS.

11. Accordingly, this Criminal Original Petition stands disposed
of and the proceedings in C.C.No.56 of 2024 pending on the file of the
Metropolitan Magistrate-cum-Additional Mahila Court, Egmore, is quashed
as against the petitioners, on condition that the petitioners shall pay a sum of
Rs.15,000/- (Rupees Fifteen Thousand only) as costs to the Tamil Nadu
State Legal Services Authority (TNSLSA), High Court Campus, Chennai
600 104, within a period of two (2) weeks from the date of receipt of a copy

of this order.
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Crl.0.P.N0.30360 of 2025
12. The affidavits and the Memorandum of Understanding filed

by the petitioners and the second respondent for compromising the offences

shall form part of the records.

14.11.2025
ham
Neutral Citation: Yes/No

To

1. The Metropolitan Magistrate-cum-Additional Mahila Court,
Egmore.

2. The Sub-Inspector of Police,
AWPS — Anna Nagar Police Station,

Chennai.

3. The Tamil Nadu State Legal Services Authority (TNSLSA),
High Court Campus, Chennai.

4.  The Public Prosecutor,
High Court of Madras.
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A.D.JAGADISH CHANDIRA, J.

ham

Crl.O.PNo.30360 of 2025

14.11.2025




