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1.  IHEA—SWYFT @I IR H IK Uhedls MRS fAfder Arirent
e GRT 528 R ARG YR&T wiedl, § <5 o
R Hw@ 523 /2025, Yo - HeR, RTe— WRAYR, AU
it et 319(2), 308(2) WRANY UG AT Ud SOW ST
A PRIAIE! Bl UHBRME & HY URER I[SIEMEl B D
YR UR € UG IAUMK [HT S @l Wfar & Al Ukd &l
TS © |

2. IEI-AMYF & Aaadr Ud yRara! g TH HY STegeR
3ITS AT H IURYT 8, I SMAIHINTT H HIad WY A
DU a1 2 b UgadRI & He9 dlld &ldd &l AlaT |
ST 8 & 8 Sl aeR—2 & ®U H g37dell W) Ud
g Ud UH gUF A IS WA U5, Yford o r R H U
PR IW AT YA HRArT ST gl &, UedRI & Hed 39 Py
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fdare Uy 8T 8, 3fd: °RT 528 WRAG ANTRG FReAT Giadr H
fafifea wifdaal & dgd UM a-r RUiE =T 523 /2025 Ud
SHH Id AAK IUSH BRIAIE] BT I[SHAH B8 @ 3R
TR IS UG IR fhar S |

3. fdgM St siftaaar 7 A meer uikd ey S @t
e foa |

4. U9 YAl BT FHMYAD Adalih fHaT Ud IWguel & Tl WR
TRATYd S A T |

5. BW UBRY H "l & ey # qHr vl § Aol faare ®,
UFdell W IFd [ddG B DR Al A I Al FIRAT Dl
A g3 &), Wi Big Refy dAige 72 8, <marew & fasw
A H I AR D HRIATS] & Al I8+ | bl aefd
I B eI DI YT BAT W1 Ybe T8I BT & |

6. MY STdH I gRT UiRd A9 Gian Singh Vs. State

of Punjab [2012 (10) SCC 303] # Ig ufquifed fhar Tar g
fp—

""Quashing of offence or criminal proceedings on the
ground of settlement between an offender and victim
is not the same thing as compounding of offence.
They are different and not interchangeable. Strictly
speaking, the power of compounding of offences
given to a court under Section 320 is materially
different from the quashing of criminal proceedings
by the High Court in exercise of its inherent
jurisdiction. In compounding of offences, power of a
criminal court is circumscribed by the provisions
contained in Section 320 and the court is guided
solely and squarely thereby while, on the other hand,
the formation of opinion by the High Court for
quashing a criminal offence or criminal proceeding or
criminal complaint is guided by the material on record
as to whether the ends of justice would justify such
exercise of power although the ultimate consequence
may be acquittal or dismissal of indictment."

Ramgopal Vs. The State of Madhya Pradesh reported in

[2022 (14) SCC 531]

"12.The High Court, therefore, having regard to the
nature of the offence and the fact that parties have
amicably settled their dispute and the victim has
willingly consented to the nullification of criminal
proceedings, can quash such proceedings in exercise
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of its inherent powers under Section 482 Cr.P.C., even
if the offences are noncompoundable."

7. UKD AMA H IF ARG gef@l | ulauied Rygidl @
aRRved H, ydHRvl & deg, RN, <1 el & Heg fdarg @l
Uepfd, IHE H SFI Yell & Heg drerayYl Rfd ud Sl vei
@ WG IOIFM] B A U ORI 528 ARG ANNREG e
Afedr & ded Sidfiiad UfaTAl &I YR dRd 8Y SR oH
T RUC  A&A— 523 ,/2025, Yol M1 HaR,  RTelr
WRAYR T IAY I THAE Q10SDh DHRIATE] bl U b
ST Sfd Tl B 7

8. 3T IT IMUdGT WIHR &I SR UM ga1 Rue =
523 /2025, Yo oFT— HaR, RTe— WRAYR, STURTE il &R
319(2), 308(2) WRAM =g HfeAT Td IHA I THK
SIS PRIAE Bl ASIEMN B & JER UR T TG ORI
foar SITem 2 |

9. S UG IWIFT AR FRAIRT @1 Il & Td Uavor A
A& wreiET U, afe BIg oifdd & dl, S | Faia foar

ST 2

(BHUWAN GOYAL),J
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