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HIGH COURT OF JAMMU & KASHMIR AND LADAKH 
AT JAMMU 

  

 
 
CRM(M) No. 110/2021 

 
 

Mr. „X‟ Age 38 years, 
R/o A-805 Saheta Apartments, 
Plot No. 30 Sec. 4 Dwarka New 
Delhi -110078 at present OMQ 
26/01 Vayu Vihar, Air Force 
Station, Satwari Cantt, Jammu.  
 

 

Through: Mr. Ankur Sharma, Advocate 
 

  

Vs.  

 

 
1. Union Territory of Jammu and 

Kashmir through its commissioner/ 
Secretary, Department of Home 
Affairs, Civil Scretariat, 
Jammu/Srinagar.  

2. The Station House Officer, (SHO) 
Police Station, Satwari.  

3. Deleted. 
4. Deleted 
5. Deleted  
6. Ms “Y” 3000 Sqn. Air Force, C/o 

Air Force Station, Satwani 180003.  
 

Through: Mr. P. D. Singh, Dy. AG for R- 1 & 2. 
Mr. Aseem Sawhney, Advocate for R-6 

 
   
 

CORAM: HON‟BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJNESH OSWAL, JUDGE 
 

  
 

ORDER 
20.04.2024 

 
 

 

 

01.    The petitioner as well as respondent No. 6, who are Senior Officers 

serving in the Indian Air Force, have requested that their names be not 

reflected in the cause title of this order.  Accordingly, the petitioner and 
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respondent No. 6 shall be reflected as Mr. “X” and Ms “Y” respectively in 

this order.  

02. The petitioner has filed the present petition for quashing the FIR No. 

0036/2021 dated 11.02.2021 registered with the Police Station, Satwari for 

commission of offence under section 354-A IPC, at the instance of respondent 

No. 6.  

03. During the pendency of this petition, both the contesting parties i.e. 

petitioner and respondent No. 6 have entered into a compromise. 

04. The petitioner has issued a communication to the respondent No. 6 and 

the same has been accepted by her. The statements of contesting parties have 

been recorded. In her statement, the respondent No. 6 has stated that she has 

accepted the communication issued by the petitioner to her. She has further 

stated that she has no objection, if the FIR impugned is quashed by this Court. 

05. The petitioner too has stated that he will remain bound by the said 

communication and the dispute between the contesting parties has been 

settled. He has further stated that matter will never be publicised or put on 

social media by him.  

06. In view of the settlement arrived at between the parties, this Court is of 

the considered view that continuation of investigation in the impugned FIR 

shall not serve any purpose and rather would be an exercise in futility.  

07.  In view of the above, FIR No. 0036/2021 dated 11.02.2021 registered 

with the Police Station, Satwari for commission offence under Section 354-A 
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IPC is quashed. The contesting parties shall not publicise the matter and the 

controversy, which has now been settled between the parties in any manner, 

whatsoever.  

08. Disposed of.  

                                                                            (RAJNESH OSWAL)             
                                     JUDGE 

 
Jammu 
 20.05.2024 
Karam Chand/Secy. 
   Whether the order is speaking:    Yes/No 
   Whether the order is reportable:    Yes/No 

KARAM CHAND

2024.05.22 16:58

I attest to the accuracy and

integrity of this document
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