Crl.O.P.(MD) No.17411 of 2025

BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT

Reserved on 29.10.2025
Pronounced on 04.11.2025

CORAM

THE HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE SUNDER MOHAN

Crl.O.P.(MD) No.17411 of 2025

Muniyasamy ... Petitioner
Vs.

1.The State of Tamil Nadu rep. by
The Inspector of Police,
Ramanathapuram Town Police Station,

Ramanathapuram District.
(Crime No.194 of 2016)

2.Late S.Anburaj
3.Sabarinadhan ... Respondents
Prayer : Criminal Original Petition filed under Section 528 of Bharathiya
Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita, 2023 to call for the records relating to the FIR
in Crime No.194 of 2016 on the file of the first respondent police and
quash the same as illegal, incompetent and ultravires.

For Petitioner : Mr.S.S.Sundara Pandian

For R1 : Mr.K.Sanjai Gandhi
Government Advocate (Crl. Side)

For R3 : Mr.S.Sanakkiyan
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ORDER

This Criminal Original Petition has been filed seeking to quash the
FIR in Crime No.194 of 2016 on the file of the first respondent police,
registered against the petitioner/A1 and others for the offences punishable

under Sections 294(b) and 307 of the Indian Penal Code, 1860.

2. The second respondent/defacto complainant, who is no more, and
the third respondent/victim are brothers. The second respondent and the
third respondent are the cousin brothers of the petitioner. The allegation in
the FIR is that the third respondent herein had an illicit affair with the
petitioner’s wife; and that, enraged by the said conduct, the petitioner, his
mother, and others attacked the third respondent herein with a knife and

caused stab injuries.

3. The learned counsel for the petitioner submitted that the parties
have entered into a compromise. He further submitted that, even though
the offence under Section 307 IPC has been alleged against the petitioner,
considering the nature of the relationship between the parties, the motive

for the alleged occurrence, and the fact that the victim/third respondent
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himself does not wish to pursue the case, the impugned FIR may be
quashed. He also submitted that the second respondent/defacto
complainant, who had lodged the complaint and was an eyewitness, is no
more; that the second respondent/defacto complainant is not the injured
person; and that the victim, the third respondent herein, who is the injured

person, has signed the joint memo of compromise dated 07.10.2024. The

memo of compromise reads as follows:

[RTHE NIGH COURT O [imIcATIILE MALRILAS 5T
7!-1-"-L|U|-*..1| HEMIIE
LErimmad o pisdictinn]

CrL O M R, 9990 Of 2u02s
In-
CrimeMe {94 of 2016
[0 thee Bile af Bespondent Palice Station, Bamanathapiiram}

Munvrasamy (37 /25)
£rp. Magarajan,
pen 39 Konoripmur,
achunthanvayal,
Aamanathapuaram Hstricy Petitiomers SAcrused Mo 1
= WE -
. The State OF Tamiknadu Bep.by

The Inspector of Police,

Ramanathapurem Town Police Station,
Ramanathapuram [Hsoric
[Crime Ho. 194,206] ... Respondent ) Cosnplainast
I Amdvaraf (200 24)
5 Sehvaral
P, %113, Achumthamyayal
Ramanathapuram District. .. Respondent Mo 2/ De-facus | o Haimamt e ceased

"

Cabarinadhanl43/2Z5],

5w Zelvaral,

M3 113, Achunthanyagsl )
Rumanathaqpuram Mstrice, oo REsmpondent Mo 30 Wicin

FOEN T CO PRILSE MEM D
it ks subsnitsed that hoth the parties Basrehy enler inbo & compronyise and agres

e ol Lo berms

E It = respectiully submitted hat the Petioner Acoaspd Mol have filed the

insiant Criminal Oviginal Peritsen praying this Hoshle Court ko quash: the

O yirpagmg e s

[0

Page No. 3 of 8

https://lwww.mhc.tn.gov.in/judis




Crl.O.P.(MD) No.17411 of 2025

T e L8 Ty
Tt M: 4 ! Ir. 11} i “lin

[LE Y LR A I B Hin e

al the Hesgp. .
s 1hal h et SERTIR b N |opee skl o ek mal e
L

2

gl fie Peribinnsisy TS LLLERUEECY o) RS .

apd offence Ly

o3 et JFL. Thar the Rospinddpg

st CemmplalnanT 57V

e TeriHirTE
o alaiml A, fnm Teibimers See ey o alirs Fhal thn cuse was

SRS TR LT B 0 ] [ | o B Ll o L TT Tt
gimerel rmoZLES ' Weat Befie S, ez aathaporzm

sl
v =i ke Belitomer SAcoased Mo arophie -
1, That ifzg Fetitlome VNS Sbpe dertdod Lo selle the s

anfaily znd ke Fespomen [ B S ETER o sgrnal For ph iscine. The Vetim

P - 3ioamd the Pstitjg
Fap lesparcders HeG ausd Tar tin WAt USed SR g i anidl e

—ane wronled Bie ol meang of gney

COAM PN =r farhi [oacs acdl yelariem=lip in

the g3 ety and Ui the Compeamize Mera v arepared 2nd slmed b hnth rhe

paThies

4 71 respectuly sconits At e Pretitinner g dvensed 2 this stape deidec
sptle Uie csmae ansicshly and the Bespondent Mo 3 e also guiesd Juc s same
zal corvprmmise al lane wiestled b= ey Feans of sroerieg peaoe aed teiaiconsl o
io the willage zad Lhus the Cenziprmrise Yema s prepared cnd signed by anth
the pardes Si ke aborer fn chls wae Sl the Co-Aoiczed Me? name iy lmnnizn
s e wway mr 20202 Zand anether 2 nther avoused WMangammal 2l
apaRL NAms i reenved b liling din alleraticn repost of fhn Tesponcant

s Marame Lapuram

- T e T s [T 1
= Tl the Resnmedent HoZ oo che Fen papnr Aroeaed e Al alaly t
et pial ane sianed be Bath the
rhe snee aml b e Cemaminioe Meric 16 prepril AE SIRNed b

parie

3
-
'
<1
i,
b
—

Theyrfuse TS arayed (hys Hivn
i TR g e ae pleseed £e cal o b reanreds
|E|Rri'lu P the: Orime: Sy £l r
5 2 198w AC1E on the Fle ol ke 1t Besponden:,
smathpuram Towp =2 .

TR : b Pl Hlaticr Al quash b sacne as iliegal incompelenl
sne aloravlres b wllondng b g N ¥ . . _
o FERaenr crimir.! w iginal petities ong Lk as roener

jusbice.

Mazed sl Meduarsi thes tloasagrr VEF D etahar W0

5 vl T et o r-“‘"!?'

"'ﬁ‘:rr'""'!'“ B j" VIR Detilivrerss Aoz Mu.d

-
AT J:Eﬁ.-! l—|. B =
samrssd Jue Lhe Besac id-mil Hl. g . Ueransel e oo Pecibionery J-.\_u_'q'.-cl

et

Page No. 4 of 8

https://lwww.mhc.tn.gov.in/judis




Crl.O.P.(MD) No.17411 of 2025

4. The petitioner, namely, Muniyasamy [Aadhaar No.6158 2469
2553], and the third respondent/victim, namely, Sabarinathan [Aadhaar
No. 5433 3637 1627], appeared before this Court in person on
29.10.2025, when the case was reserved for orders. Admittedly, the
second respondent/defacto complainant, who is none other than the
brother of the third respondent/victim, is no more. The parties were
identified by Mr.R.Muniyandi, Sub-Inspector of Police, Ramanathapuram
Town Police Station, Ramanathapuram. All the parties have confirmed the
compromise arrived at between them. The third respondent/victim has
confirmed the compromise and stated that he does not wish to pursue the

case against all the accused.

5. The Hon'ble Supreme Court has held in several cases that an
offence under Section 307 of the IPC cannot ordinarily be quashed on the
basis of a compromise arrived at between the parties, as it is a heinous
crime. The Hon'ble Supreme Court has held that in exceptional
circumstances, the inherent powers of the High Courts can be invoked to
quash the proceedings considering the facts and circumstances of each

case. This Court has also to determine whether it would be unfair or
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contrary to the interests of justice to continue the criminal proceedings,

and whether the possibility of conviction is remote and bleak.

6. In the present case, the parties are closely related to each other.
The motive for the alleged occurrence is that the third respondent/victim
had an affair with the petitioner’s wife. The occurrence appears to have
taken place in a fight. Though the victim has suffered stab injuries, the

intention of the petitioner to commit murder cannot be inferred.

7. Under these circumstances, this Court is of the view that no
useful purpose would be served by keeping the First Information Report
(FIR) pending investigation, and accordingly accepts the compromise.
The impugned First Information Report (FIR) in Crime No.194 of 2016
on the file of the first respondent police is hereby quashed. The petitioner
shall pay a sum of Rs.20,000/- as costs to the District Legal Services
Authority, Ramanathapuram District, and file a photocopy of the receipt

along with a memo reporting compliance before the Registry.
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8. Hence, this Criminal Original Petition stands allowed.

JEN

Index: Yes/ No

Neutral Citation: Yes / No

Speaking Order/Non Speaking Order

Copy To:

1.The Director,
The District Legal Service Authority,
Ramanathapuram,
Ramanathapuram District.

2.The Inspector of Police,
Ramanathapuram Town Police Station,
Ramanathapuram District.

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

JEN

Pre-Delivery Order made
in
Crl.O.P.(MD) No.17411 of 2025

04.11.2025




