Crl.0.P.(MD)No.16186 of 2025

BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT
DATED : 24.09.2025
CORAM
THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE SUNDER MOHAN

Crl.O.P.(MD).No.16186 of 2025

1. Suruli
2. Kavibalan ... Petitioners/Accused Nos.4 and 11
Vs.

1. State Represented By,

The Inspector of Police,

Nainarkoil Police Station,

Ramanathapuram District.

(Crime No.119/2018). ...I*" Respondent / Complainant
2. Vinoth Raja ... 2" Respondent/ Defacto

Complainant

3. Mari (@ Mariyammal ... 3 Respondent / Victim

Prayer: Criminal Original Petition is filed under Section 528 of BNSS, 2023,
to call for the records relating to the Impugned Charge Sheet in S.C.No.221 of
2023 on the file of the Principal District and Sessions Judge, Ramanathapuram

District and quash the same in so far as the petitioners are concerned.

For Petitioner : Mr.K.Yasar Arafath

For R1 : Mr.R.Meenakshi Sundaram
Additional Public Prosecutor

For R2 and R3 : Mr.J.Mohamed Ibrahim
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ORDER
The petitioners seek to quash the final report in S.C.No.221 of 2023 on
the file of the Principal District and Sessions Judge, Ramanathapuram District,
which was filed for the offences punishable under Sections 147, 148, 294(b),
324, 506(ii) of IPC, Section 4 of TNPHW Act, 2002 and Section 3 of TN PPDL

Act, 1992.

2. The allegation in the final report is that due to previous enmity, the
petitioner abused the defacto complainant in filthy language, attacked him and
the third respondent and also damaged his bike and thus, committed the

aforesaid offences.

3. The learned counsel for the petitioners would submit that the
co-accused had already filed a quash petition in Crl.O.P(MD) No.613 of 2023
and this Court had quashed the proceedings as against the co-accused based on
the joint compromise memo, vide order, dated 23.01.2025; that at that time, the
petitioners could not participate in the compromise; and that the parties have
now entered into a compromise and decided to give a quietus to the entire

dispute.
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4. The parties have filed a joint compromise memo dated 24™ September

2025 and the scanned copy of the compromise memo reads as follows:

IN THE HEGH COURT OF JUDICATURE MADRAS AT __:.—.3
MADURAL BEMNCH
[Criminal Criginal Jurisdiction}
Cri.0.P.(MD}.No. 16186 Of 2025
Im
S5.C.Np.221 of 2023
(On the Tile af the Hon"Ble Principal District and Sessions Judge,
Ramanathapuram,Rarmanathaperam District)
1, sorulf Maizy 32 ears,
Sfa. Archunan,
- M. 2033 Kilakuthen,
K zlsai, Param kudi Taluk,
Ramanokthaouam Distdzke.
Z. wavba'on. Malefd s Years,
Hyc. HiEnlralveiu,
Ko 2077, Kilakdlhesy,
K WalzaiParamicudi Talok,
Rarmanathapurars Bistrice. .o PeLiioraersfaccused Mos.4 and 11
= -
1. =State rep. by
Toe Inspesclaor ol Palioes,
Mzinzrkail Police Station,
Romanathopuram bistrict.
E (Mo 119720180 v 1% RespondentZomalainant
A Winoll Baja,
SfoMunivasamy,
Mo /a0, K Walasal,
Paraimsakuch Talul,
Faimanathapuram Miskrc, .2 Respondant/Lafacts Camalainanl

Har & Maryammal,
wWin Remakrishnan,
Mo.L/ab Middle Strast,
K walasal, Paramakudi Taluk,
Ramanalhasuram Disk-ick, L3 Responcdents WicEim

Lad

JOINT COMPROMISE MEMO
fha Petitioners and the 279 ang 3% Respondents would jointly submic

that e gbove 13 Respundont £ Complainznt has registerad the cass against

s "d’u}"}{.i)?/g 'E'_':aj}m
A Bl LeAf

Fetibdonersy Accuscd noe.d and 11 2985 5 Respondents
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the 2atitigaers angd Orner Accused Persors for an alleged punishaoklc
144,148 294061,324 and 50560 of IFZ and Scclicn £ QF TH Profdiilics G0
Harassrient of Women Acl, 2002 and section 3 of TH Pubilc Property] Foeat
of Damags & Laoss) Act, 2992 in Crimea Mo 119 ofF 2018 dated 05,11 2018
bosad on the compaaing given by the 2% respondant, Subseguently Le 25t
respondant Police nas complatad e Tnwvestigation and Hieo Charge Shasr
and taken on fie 'n S C.Mo.221 of 2023 on tha Ffile of the Principal District
and Sessions Judac, Ramanathaguram Chasleicr,

Z. The Petlfinners and the & and 37 Baspondants wouold jointly submie
that the case of the prosccooabion = Eac the on Bae debs of oocurncnoes the
cafache compainant has parked his bwva whesles Bearing Fegiskration
mp THeS AY 1572 in froak of one Bala bunk shop and ha csaal talking with
G Trands, 20 Enal s the due 10 sreeiauns mative The Peliticnsr asd cohdr
accusad perscns Raowa gssemblec together end sbusad filthy lenguage b the
Dwefacks complainant and thoy hewve akttacked o Ehe defacko compla nant and
3 pacanndent ard one Tral amuthan with hand and ivan vod, Subscouon.ly
the accused persons hawve couss damagec to the defocta comnp'alnant’'s —wn
vetwezicr, aftor thak they haws threatoned e thoem, Honoe Ehe case has been
regleTRred.

. The Patibinters and the 2 and 37 Besponcants wonld joiatly suom’l
that the zhowve dispube amicakly =aled petitionzrs and the 201 B o5 i
respond=nis. There waos o weordy dusl oetween both of them buz notibicg

Fapoened a: aleged by Lhe proscouation,

ABS Vi R-2p,

Petition=rs,; Accus=d no.4 and 11 29 & 9 peepondents
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g

fme Pemltlonsrs suomit that excopt the Petiticners all ather acoused
prreons  hove filed & CA.QUPMDY Mo, 6139 of 2022 and Cri.OURCHDY Me.
213 ot 2025 betare this hon'Ble court for seeking cuzsh of the FIR as well
as charge shest, at that time Che Han'ble court was allawed based an the
Lhefr cempromize mama. Now beth side compromised, Ak present the
Cefacko-Complainent ano wiclim had compramisas owika Che poetitioners.
Arter raglatering the FIR they howe shed all thelr misunderstanding an:
haeve compromizad In the presenca of the vl -wishors and have mutoally
agrocd to withdraw in the showve fase v 500 NOZF22 of 2023 oo tha Ale of
tta Princigal Districk and Scssions Judge, Hamansthapuram Gislricl,

4. The Petitlonars and the 2 & 39 Sespondents weo'd jalntly sehmie
that the matber has besn compromised betwessn bBolh of thoem with
nlarvention of Lhe mediator and well-wishers af both sldes without any
inducam=nt mads by olbers, Tre Dofacka Comploinant and wichHm hayve
specifizally admitbed that they have no chjeclicn if the Charge S5eet n
gucskton = quashed. Further they had given an uncerezking that Retacto
Complalnant 15 raady B withdeaw the caseand no abjection to guash the
Charge Sheet in S.CMo.221 of 2023 on the fie of the Princpal District
aril Sescions Judgse, Ramanathapuraim, Rarmanakha purarm Diskrict.

E. Tha Petiticners and the 20 & 20 Besponcerts wrnuld falntly sulzmit
o Lral such Zomarartise has Been ta«won gpace purcly with on ‘nzertion 2

sette thelr dispute among ther and s puresy voluntary by the parkies

roncerned.

1871
g =
- .62 VineTh@Raen <
Prtitlanars) Accused no.d and 11 2™ B 30 Raspondants
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Heme, Inoorder fo avoid further ordaoal of brial befcqe che Trisl Coort,
thow are proferred bo be present before thi= Hon'kle Couwrt wihensver It s
reculred. [his Hon'ble Souwrt by taking nTa consideraticn of the above sail
Zsp=cts with regarc to the compram’za and ir the interest of Lhe parkices,
can lesierty Mol irbs Ehe present jiss e, 25 suc the praver soughs fos oo

tho Potiticnoms can Do alloweed. .

The Flan bl Apex Court of India has roled dhat “dhe S Sowed i
CaonoiED OF rnhercnt poveer cowdd quash Bhe Orbninal Soaceaoinags or IR ohie

CamEiaint i agerapiiate ot G onier o mesl he andy of justice”

s lharalcre oreved that bhe Petlklcnars zngd Hwe 2 & 37
Fespoodesls Toinlly Dray Ehat this Hon'Sle Cowrt may e alezsed Lo takc
imLg consicerabior of the present Iein: Compramiss Mene and cuash che
Charge Sheet in 5.0 %0 222 af 2023 on the Fle of the Pricopa: Distelct -
ans Sessions ludce, Ramanathzpuram, Romanazhsporam 2EDI0 a-:l
PR resglesr Justics.,
e

Diazed at Maodurai on this 3w day of Seote mber, 2025

l!r':'-' . J""“I""FmI EHHI_'[%L:____F

-

ounse: for Ene Pertionsrs Cizunse for Ehio 27 B 37 Respnndents

A ﬂ""‘"ﬁl ~ LOnTn
L) ﬁi— "L.-"i'i' naﬁﬁﬁﬂ—ljﬁ

Petitioners S Accused nao.$ and 11 2™ B 3'° Rexpondents

5. The petitioners namely, Suruli (Aadhaar No.7675 5283 5080),
Kavibalan (Aadhaar No0.8527 8356 9029) and the second respondent, namely,
Vinothraja (Aadhaar No.3622 0994 9728) are present before this Court in

person and are identified by M/s.S.Janci Reeta, Woman Special Sub Inspector
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of Police, Nainarkoil Police Station, Ramanathapuram District. The second
respondent confirms the compromise and states that she has no objection for

quashing the sessions case.

6. Considering the nature of the allegations and the compromise arrived
between the parties and the matter was already compromised with the
co-accused and the proceedings against them was quashed by this Court in
Crl.O.P(MD) No.613 of 2025, vide order, dated 23.01.2024, this Court is of the
view that no useful purpose would be served in keeping the impugned final
report pending trial. Accordingly, the impugned final report in S.C.No.221 of
2023 on the file of the Principal District and Sessions Judge, Ramanathapuram
District, 1s quashed and the Criminal Original Petition stands allowed. The
petitioners shall pay a sum of Rs.5,000/- (Rupees Five Thousand only) as costs
to the High Court Legal Services Authority attached to this Bench forthwith

and file a photocopy of the receipt along with a memo reporting compliance in

the Registry.
24.09.2025
NCC : Yes / No
Index : Yes / No
Internet : Yes/ No
Indu
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To

1.The Inspector of Police,
Nainarkoil Police Station,
Ramanathapuram District.

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

Indu

Crl.0.P(MD).No.16186 of 2025

24.09.2025
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