| TEM NO 45 COURT NO. 5 SECTION |1 A

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl)... 2012
CRLMP. NO(s) . 6944-6945

(From the judgenent and order dated 04/11/2011 in CRLCP
No. 8741/ 2011 and CRLOPNo. 9385/2011 of The HI GH COURT OF MADRAS)

JOHN ROGER Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

THE | NSPETOR OF PCLI CE, TAM LNADU & ANR Respondent (s)

(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP)

WTH SLP(Crl) NO. 2116-2117 of 2012
(Wth appln.for ex-parte stay and exenption fromfiling OT. and
of fice report)

Dat e: 30/ 04/ 2012 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE P. SATHASI VAM
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE J. CHELAMESWAR

For Petitioner(s) M. R Venkataranani, Sr.Adv.
s. Manju Aggarwal , Adv.
. Aljo K Joseph, Adv.
Satya Mtra Garg, Adv.

.A. P. Venkat, Adv.

Vg
M
M
M. Q@urukrishna Kumar, AAG State of Tam | Nadu
M
M. B.Balaji, Adv.

M

P. P. Rao, Sr.Adv.
M. R Ayyam Perumal, Adv.

For Respondent (s)

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng

ORDER
We have heard M. R. Venkat ar amani | ear ned
seni or counsel for t he petitioner, M. @ur ukri shna

Kumar, AAG for State who al so chal |l enged the inmpugned

order by filing separate special |eave petition, M.

P. P. Rao | ear ned seni or counsel appeari ng for
respondent s and perused the relevant material s.

Del ay condoned.
.2/ -

The Hi gh Court after formul ati ng t he | egal
issues relating to its power under Section 482 of the
Cr.P.C. for quashing crimnal proceedings, taking note
of earlier pr oceedi ngs, bot h civil and crimnal,
including the conprom se arrived at by the parties and
approved by the Court as well as earlier order of the
Hi gh Court in CRP(NPD)(MD) 853 of 2010 and al so after
taking note of the fact that the earlier conplaint was
wi t hdrawn, rightly quashed the crimnal proceedings.
We are in entire agreenment with the conclusion arrived
by the H gh Court. W also agree with the concl usion
arrived at by t he Hi gh Court with regard to t he
conduct of the conplainant in initiating the present
crimnal proceedi ngs.



Since the High Court has correctly arrived at
a decision that too after considering all the rel evant

accept abl e material s and finding no case for
prosecution, we do not find any valid and | egal ground

for interference. The special |eave petitions are

di sni ssed.

[ Usha Bhardwaj ] [ Savita Sainani ]
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