CRL OP(MD). No.16995 of 2025

BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT
Dated : 24/10/2025
CORAM
THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SUNDER MOHAN
CRL OP(MD). No0.16995 of 2025
1. Janakaraj

2. Thavaselvai ... Petitioners
Vs

1.The State Represented by its

The Inspector of Police,

Manikandam Police Station,

Trichy District.

(in Crime No.20 of 2025)

2.Sasikumar,

S/o. Subbaiah ... Respondents
Prayer: Criminal Original Petition is filed under Section 528 of BNSS,
2023, to call for the records pertaining to Crime No.20 of 2025 dated
17.02.2025 on the file of the Manikandam Police Station, Trichy District

and quash the same.

For Petitioner  : Mr.A.Purantharadhasar,

For R1 : Mr.K.Sanjai Gandhi,
Government Advocate (Crl.Side)
For R2 : Mr.Kannan Gurusamy
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ORDER
This Criminal Original Petition is filed seeking to quash the FIR in
Crime No.20 of 2025 on the file of the first respondent Police, which was

registered for the offences under Sections 296(b) and 118(1) of BNS.

2. The allegation in the FIR is that on account of prior enmity, the
petitioners attacked the defacto complainant, caused him simple injuries
and abused him in filthy language and thus, committed the aforesaid

offences.

3.The learned counsel for the petitioner and the learned counsel for
the defacto complainant/the second respondent would submit that the
parties have now entered into a compromise on the advise of the elders
and well-wishers and both the parties have agreed that the impugned

F.I.LR may be quashed.

4. The parties have also filed a joint compromise memo dated
06.10.2025. The scanned copy of the compromise memo reads as

follows:
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L
IN THE HIGH COURT OF 5 cATURE MADRAS AT
MADURA N CH
[Criminal D[lglhuj Juﬂgdlﬂjnnp
Crl. M.F. (MD] No, |, p3 kb of2025
: (nMDIMD q5
> 1 DPcrlm,E HuI; 1k '51. i3 f spLpe
{On the file of the 1u Raﬂpgndent Police)

1 Janakaraj, (M/36/2025),

S/o.Karuppaiya,
2, Thavaselvai [IF/36/2025

W /o, Janakaraj,

Both are residing at:-

No.3/51, Madurai Main Rogd,

Sethurapattt Piriva Road,

Srirangam Taluk,

Trichy District E:ﬁfmiunﬁfﬂfﬁccuscd No, 1 &3

-V
1. The State Represented by itg
The Inspector of Police,
Manikandam Police Stalion,
Trichy District _
In (Crime No.20 of 2023} - i+ Respondent/ Complainant
2. Sasikumar (M /46/2025)
5/ 0. Subbatah,
Mo. 139, Avur Post.
Huppur, Kathalur,
Viralimalai Talul,
Pudukottai District. .- Brd Respondent [/
Defacto-Complainant
JOINT COMPROMISE MEMO
1.  The Petitioners/Accuscd No. 1 and 3 and the 2n

Rn:!—:puruilﬁl‘lt would jn]nll}' submit that the 1= REEPQDdEni pl}[if_"«E

has registered a case as against this  Petitioners/ Accused

!h-‘-. L-JG“__J_._J_: 4 q?' {ha‘_‘l
" g -fh’('. G TH &f—u’?
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B
an alieged offences 11/8.296(h)
90 of 2025 dated

Mnd

given by the 2

and 3 and another one far
in Criine M.

ihes cnmplﬁlm

Mol
and  118(1) ENE Act
17,02.20235, hascd of

regpondent.

; : :ll'..l
2 The Petitioners/etused Mo, 1 and 3 and the

Respondent would  jou atle =ubmit that the case of the

jion is that on 17.02. EGE":- at about 2.00PM as amaig

prosccu
ialke Lhe

the petitioners/ accused have the hotel due to that
food the 2~ respandent and h.la friends came 1o be said hotel
and not paid the charges d”“‘;i]f"-" that wordy quarrel and hand
gquerrel arose between L]"_r;:rﬂS::EIEE in cornection with a case in

rpd by the 1% respondent en the
L%uase registered in Crime na. 20

Crime No. 19 of 2025 regist

other hand this present count
of 2023,

't |

3. The Petitioners; ﬁm m'::d Koo 1 and 3 and the 2o

Respondent would jointly Da.11£]l that the above said dispute

between the pettioners and the 2 responden: is unexpected

quarrel has happened al Lhaftime did ol know these above

petitioners. are the above sajdiagdressed placs. While sa, afrer

the said FIR the 3+ regponde:
meeiing and resolve the .551_“:.5 ggardmg fe., in Crime No. 19 of
2025 by themselves and F-urs' ant which fled a compromise

petition in Cr.OP MD)Ke. 4@ ,3 al 2025 before Lhis Hen'ale

t and petitioner met out the
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1

4. The Petitioners fgy o No. 1 and 3 and the 2n
Respoadent would jointly 8l that the pelitioners and 20
respandent weuld be l::l:lmprl-nmr:gﬂd the sbove zaid incident
dated 17.02.2023 in c*n:mnei;‘{jbn wilth Crime No. 19 of 2025,
lHence the 2vd respondent Q.u},;,md like that not to action as
against the above pcriﬁqf_ﬁérﬁ and would like that no
proceedings as legally as E.Eﬂ_éﬂ,‘_-‘,"_ the petitioners. It is just and
necessary wellare of the petitioners and 2rd respondent shall
nal be come to the cr':mina.lil}r_'i:gased on the said caze, Now both
are as very well like that they said compromise in Crime Ne. 20
of 2025 dur o that ::.’Fr:c_;glhm compromise between the
petitioner and the 20 rl:ﬁ}}ﬁnd:';“..m liled this petition before this
Hon ble Court. Further not]'%;ﬂg happened as alleged by the
prosecution in so far as the peliioner is concerned. After
registering the FIR they ha.m"t"sé]?::d all their misunderstanding
and have compromised in theipresence of the well-wishers and
have mutually agreed Lo withdraw in the above case in Crime
No. 20 of 2025 on the file of the Manikandam Polics Starion,
Irichy District in so far as the Pelilioners are concernid,

5. The Petitioners/Acelsed No. 1 and 3 and the 2nd
Fespondent would jointly submil that herein the A2 is brother
of the 1% petitioner. Now the #aid A2 is succumbed to jaundice
and look treatment due to that unable lo come before this

Horm'ble Court and siso he is agreed upon above compromised

between the petitleners and the 2u respondent:

I K ‘j:r:«. a._ji. i nﬁ rF—n,- ri‘

T Thena Selv
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6.  The petitioner cuthmits that (he Petitioners/ RoEee

MNao. I and 3 and 2 Hr.-jr.-nl".'ﬂl'”t' would joi
peny botn of them wiih

aily submit that the

matter has heen compromised betw
intervention of the medialor 8nd well-wishers af both sides
withoul any inducement made hy others. The: Detecle
Complainant has specifically admitted that he has no objection
il the FIR in question is quashéd in sa far as the pelitioner 18
concerned alone. Further they have given an undertaking that
Defacto Complainant is ready Lo withdraw the complaint and no
chjection to guash the FIR in Crime Ne, 20 of 2025 on the fife of
the Manikandam Police Station, Trichy Dietric:.

7. The Petitioners/Accused No, 1 and 3 and the 2ot
Respandent would Jeintly submit that such compromise has
been taken place purely with an intention to setile their dispute
ameng them and il is purely woluntary by the parries
cencerned. Henee, in order to avoid further ardeal of trial before

the Trial Court, they are preferred to be present befpre this

Hen'ble Cayurr by
¢ =aid rspects wilh Fegard
the interest of the parlics,
IEEUE, BS s

can be allpwed.

Honble Courl whenever it is reguiced. This
taking into consideratian of the abow
0 the compromise and in

teniently look into the presen)

for by the Petitivner

Can

ch the prayer sought

LR e II '_}PI
;1- :r '_irp"lm = f."i-ltql:‘-fll |
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It 15 therefore: prayed. that e Petiioners/Accused Ne. 1

and 3 and the 2nd Respnndenl.iﬂlﬂ“'.‘r' pray that this Hom ble

o ooeansiceration of the present
Court may be pleascd 1o take into SRS : it

=} ) ¥ 1 a Ty 11
Joint Compromise Memo and guiash the FIR in Crime No. 20 of
3025 O the fle of the Manikandam Police Station, Trichy

Dizirict and thus render - Juastiss,

Dated at Madurai on this  day of July, 2025

ﬁfgx E}hﬂﬂ_ﬁ,ff’;f =t {?\":ééf;_Jj?

Y’ s 5 1 . ol - nd - g
Counsel for the Petitioners  Counsel for the 20 Responden

Petitioners/ Accused Mol &2 I Respondent! Defacto-Complainand

—1 P = o r‘-
N et ]
Hoonnn  dobbi) '

[}
-

5.The petitioners, namely, Janakaraj (Aadhaar No.6885 8525
9128) and Thavaselvai (Aadhaar No.6333 0186 1059) and the second
respondent, namely, Sasikumar (Aadhaar No.9989 1688 2529) are present
before this Court in person. They are identified by
Mr.A.Sagayaseelan, Head Constable, Manikandam Police Station, Trichy.

All the parties confirmed the compromise arrived at between them.

6.Considering the nature of the offences and the fact that the
parties have arrived at a compromise, this Court is of the view that no

useful purpose would be served by keeping the impugned FIR pending
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investigation. Accordingly, the impugned FIR in Crime No.20 of 2025,
on the file of the first respondent police, is quashed and the Criminal

Original Petition stands allowed.

24.10.2025
NCC :Yes/No
Index :Yes/No
Internet : Yes/ No
cp
To

1.The Inspector of Police,
Manikandam Police Station,
Trichy District.

2.The Additional Public Prosecutor,
Madurai Bench of Madras High Court,
Madurai.
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SUNDER MOHAN,J

CP

ORDER
IN
CRL OP(MD) No.16995 of 2025

Date :24/10/2025




