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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
% Date of Decision: 13™ May, 2026
+ CRL.M.C. 1042/2026 & CRL.M.A. 4106/2026
RAMESH SEHGAL ... Petitioner
Through:  Mr. Pankaj Arya, Advocate.
Versus
THE STATE NCT OF DELHI AND ANR ... Respondent

Through:  Ms. Priyanka Dalal, APP for the State
with SI Praveen Kumar.
CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE MANOJ JAIN
JUDGMENT (oral)
1. Petitioners herein seek quashing of FIR No. 0117/2018 dated

03.05.2018, registered at Police Station Rani Bagh (North West), for
commission of offences under Sections 354/354(A)/342506/34 TIPC, along

with all consequential proceedings arising therefrom, on the basis of
compromise arrived at between the parties.

2. The copy of FIR is on record and as per the averments appearing in the
FIR, respondent No.2 was staying as a Paying Guest at the premises of
accused/landlord and used to pay him rent regularly. On the date of the
incident, when she had gone to him to pay the rent, the accused, as per the
allegations, caught hold of her, pulled her into his arms and kissed her. When
she claimed that she would inform the police, she was threatened.

3. In the FIR, there was no reference about any act committed by the
daughter of the petitioner-accused but, fact remains, that his daughter was
also charge-sheeted for criminal intimidation.

4. Petitioner and his daughter were both directed to be charged.

5. However, when such order was assailed by filing a Revision Petition,

the learned Revisional Court discharged the daughter of the petitioner herein
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holding that there was no sufficient material to charge her and, accordingly,
the order on charge, sofaras it related to her, was set aside.

6. The quashing is now being sought for the reason that the matter has
been amicably settled between the parties and that they have entered into a
comprehensive Memorandum of Understanding (MoU) dated 12.01.2026 and
have been able to resolve all their disputes.

7. Petitioner is present with his counsel.

8. Respondent No.2 is also present in person. She has been duly identified
by I.O. The Court has made query from her and, in response to such query,
she submits that she has entered into voluntarily settlement with the petitioner
and now she is not interested in pursuing with the abovesaid complaint.

9. She submits that she has entered into such settlement without any
coercion, threat or influence of any nature whatsoever and is completely
voluntarily in nature and therefore, she would have ‘no objection’ if FIR in
question is quashed.

10.  She has already vacated the abovesaid Paying Guest accommodation
and submits that both the sides now want to lead their respective lives without
interference from each other and the compromise has taken place for the
betterment of their future lives. She also submits that the petitioner has
already apologized for the incident in question and she has already forgiven
him.

11. Petitioner, who is a retired official, has no other involvement of any
nature whatsoever.

12.  After the incident, respondent No.2 has also got married and has moved
on with her life and, therefore, she is not interested in pursuing with the

present incident.
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13.  Inview of the settlement arrived at between the parties, continuing with
criminal proceedings would serve no useful purpose, especially, when dispute
does not involve any public interest and is, primarily, private in nature. In any
case, even the complainant does not wish to press any charges against the
petitioners.

14.  Accordingly, exercising inherent powers vested in this Court under
Section 528 of Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita, 2023, it is deemed
appropriate to quash the instant FIR.

15. Consequently, to secure the ends of justice, FIR No. 0117/2018 dated
03.05.2018, registered at Police Station Rani Bagh (North West), for
commission of offences under Sections 354/354(A)/342 IPC, along with all
consequential proceedings arising therefrom, is, hereby, quashed subject to
petitioner depositing cost of Rs. 15,000/- in the account of Delhi High Court
Legal Services Committee (DHCLSC) within four weeks. Proof of deposit
and original affidavits of the parties be submitted to the learned Trial Court
within further two weeks.

16.  The petition stands disposed of in aforesaid terms.

17.  Pending application also stands disposed of.

(MANOJ JAIN)
JUDGE
MAY 13, 2026/ss/pb
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