$~65
* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+ CRL.M.C. 227/2025
KULVINDER SINGH & ANR. ... Petitioners
Through:  Mr. Ashwani Tyagi, Advocate.

VErsus

STATE GOVT. OF NCT OF DELHI AND ANR ..... Respondents
Through:  Mr. Nawal Kishore Jha, APP for State
with SI Kuldeep Singh, PS Sunlight

Colony.
Ms. Seema Saini, Advocate for
Complainant.
CORAM:
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE GIRISH KATHPALIA
ORDER
% 09.05.2025

[Physical Hearing/Hybrid Hearing (as per request)]
CRL.M.C. 227/2025 & CRL.M.A. 1206/2025 (stay)

1. Petitioners (two in number) have filed this petition, seeking quashing
of FIR No. 233/2016 of PS Sunlight Colony for offences under Section
323/354/354A/506/509/34 IPC on the ground that they have compromised
the disputes with the complainant de facto (respondent no.2 herein).

2. Both petitioners and respondent no.2 are present in court identified by
their respective counsel and the Investigating Officer/SI Kuldeep Singh.

3. | have spoken with respondent no.2 in Hindi and it is submitted by her
that all her disputes with petitioners stand settled and she does not wish to

continue with their prosecution. Although the impugned FIR was registered
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against three persons, only two have filed the present petition. But
respondent no.2 submits that she does not wish to proceed against the third
accused also, so the entire FIR and proceedings may be quashed.

4, | am conscious of the nature of the offence involved in the present
case, especially the offences under Section 354/354A IPC. A bare reading of
the FIR convinces me that respondent no.2 in the FIR did not make any
exaggerated allegations and the allegations of the general nature mentioned
in the FIR would fail to make out a prima facie case for these offences.

5. Further, it is also disclosed by learned counsel for petitioners and
learned counsel for respondent no.2 that the dispute between the parties was
mainly a civil dispute, regarding which a suit was filed but now even that
suit is being settled/withdrawn.

6. Under these circumstances, | am satisfied that pushing the parties
through full dress trial would not be in the interest of justice. Therefore, the
petition is allowed and the FIR No. 233/2016 of PS Sunlight Colony for
offences under Section 323/354/354A/506/509/34 IPC and the proceedings
arising out of the same against both petitioners as well as the third accused

who was not made a party here are quashed.

GIRISH KATHPALIA, J
MAY 9, 2025/or

Click here to check corrigendum, if any
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