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I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

CRI M NAL APPEAL NO 1421 OF 2013
(Arising out of S.L.P.(CRL.) No.555 of 2010)

| Ms Maruti Suzuki India Ltd. | Appel | ant ('s)
ver sus
| State of Uttarakhand & Anr. | Respondent ( s)
ORDER
1. Leave granted.
2 This appeal by special leave is directed agai nst the judgnent

and order passed by the High Court of Utarakhand at Nainital in
Crimnal M scellaneous Application No. 18 of 2000, dated 17.9.2009,
whereby the petition filed by the appellant-herein challenging the
order of issuance of sumons passed by the learned Chief Judicia
Magi strate, Dehradun in Crimnal Case No. 1499 of 1996, dated
07.11.2006, as well as the order passed by the Revisional Court, dated
11. 02. 2000 are dismni ssed.

3. The short facts of the case are: A conplaint has been | odged
by the private respondent inter alia alleging that the appellant has
commi tted an of fence under Sections 406 and 420 of the |Indian Pena

Code, 1860 (for short 'the IPC ). After recording the evidence of the
conpl ai nant and perusing the docunentary evidence, summons were issued
to the appellant by the | earned Chief Judicial Magistrate, Dehradun

dated 07.11. 2006.

4. Aggri eved by the aforesaid, the appellant had filed a Crimna
Revi sion Petition before the | earned Sessions Judge at Dehradun. The
| earned Sessions Judge has disnissed the petition by order dated
11. 02. 2000.

5. Aggri eved by the aforesaid orders passed by the | earned Sessions
Judge, the appellant had filed the Crimnal M scell aneous Application/
Petition under Section 482 of the Code of Crinminal Procedure, 1973
(for short '"the Code’) before the H gh Court questioning the said
orders and praying for quashing of the entire proceedings in the
crimnal case. The High Court upon consideration has confirmed both
the orders and dism ssed the application. Aggrieved by the orders so
passed by the High Court the appellant is before us in this appeal



6. We have perused the docunents on record including the
i mpugned orders of the Courts bel ow and heard the | earned counsel for
the parties to the lis.

7. In the conplaint so made, the private respondent has stated
that the appellant should have paid a sum of Rs.15,000/- by way of an
exci se duty rebate which was prom sed at the tinme of purchase of the
vehicles. Since the appellant has failed to pay the said anount, he
has all eged that the appellant has conmmtted an act which would fal
within the paraneters of Sections 406 and 420 of the |IPC

8. In our considered opinion, keeping in view the peculiar facts
and circunstances of the case, if we direct the appellant to pay a
| unp-sum of Rs.30,000/- to the private respondent, it would bring a
quietus to the litigation between the parties. Accordingly, wthout
going into other details of the case, we now direct the appellant to
deposit a sum of Rs.30,000/- within two weeks’ time fromtoday before
the | earned Chief Judicial Magistrate, Dehradun in Crimnal Case No.
1499 of 1996. We grant liberty to the respondent to wthdraw the sane
wi t hout furnishing any surety or bank guarantee.

9. In view of the aforesaid order passed by us, in our opinion
no purpose would be served to keep the proceedi ngs pendi ng before the
| earned Chief Judicial Magistrate. Accordingly, in exercise of our

powers under Section 142 of the Constitution of India, we quash the
af oresaid proceedings pending before the Ilearned Chief Judicial
Magi strate, Dehradun.

10. The appeal is disposed of in the aforesaid terns.

11. We clarify that this order shall not be treated as a
precedent in any other case.

[ SUDHANSU JYOTI NUKHCPADHAYA

NEW DELHI ,
SEPTEMBER 10, 2013.
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RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).555/2010

(From the judgenent and order dated 17/09/2009 in CRLMA No. 18/2000, of
The HI GH COURT OF UTTARAKHAND AT NAI NI TAL)

MS. MARUTI SUZUKI | NDI A LTD. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF UTTARAKHAND & ANR Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for exenption fromfiling OT.,ad-interimex-parte stay
and office report)
(For Final Disposal)

Date: 10/09/2013 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE H. L. DATTU
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE SUDHANSU JYOTI MJKHOPADHAYA

For Petitioner(s) M. Raju Ramachandran, Sr. Adv.
M. Pranod Dayal , Adv.
M. N kunj Dayal, Adv.
Ms. Payal Dayal, Adv.

For Respondent(s) M. Rahul Verma, Adv.
M. Jatinder Kumar Bhati a, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER



Leave granted.

The appeal is disposed of in terns of the signed
order. This order shall not be treated as precedent in any
ot her case.

[ Charanjeet Kaur ] | ] [ Vinod Kulvi ]
| Court Master | |Asstt. Registrar [

[ Signed order is placed on the file ]



