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HIAYTT uH

“oIRd # Hich IR GHEA & a1 off 3T gferd ANel T8 HeAT Sl thdl Gof oy Adhd! &, ST-TH SR AR I
fAFTEH & d8d G IR 19 ¥ SURIY AR Bl 8, 3R gHeAT & gid S1& dTeTeh hl I oIl eheAT Aley?”

WRd # Gl & 91¢ T3k goedr # gfers urufaehr (FIR)
&S ehe=t opT ST, Sfreaey qur Aier g sifdfAaw &

ded &F] gi Tt STORTY 3R gHeT & qRd a1 dTeleh o
ek e

HIRier

WRA # e WR MU AN (compromise) & STas(a Yferd AT gHeAT Tl hd (W) &S R Hehe!
&, Jifch ATURATE! & aTg- I ob T34 (cognizable) STURT g1 gTeifch, ATelt TS gHeATs | afe uefl &
T TWresT T ST 8t T §, df ST Ty §iuaeguy (BNSS) &t &Rt 528 (a1 CrPC &t 9RT 482) & dgd
31Ut sfaffed Lrferal o1 IuTRT eeeh Tt UTafAdhY ol I = Gard 8, ST foh feamarer uesr 3= =marera 3
Ashutosh Kumar v. State of H.P. (2025) ¥ iU fdhar §1 YR =g €fgar (BNS), 2023 @t 9T 281
3R Alex I SHfAfATH, 1988 <Al URT 134/187 & d8d GHcAT oh gid d1G dTeich hl UG I chied ¢ Ich g
T ot RifchedT TgrIdT UaH R 3R 24 6 & Hfiar gford ot RUld a; 881 9 &eet IR shR1a SR ST et
&S YA US HehdlT 8

geafdd gagR w@fafaat adftaan Fofa

19 I AT - 3 gated <ArTerd High Court of Punjab and Haryana
fRrug-gt
1. faega fasqwor 2
1. gifafde graes 4
111, afdd geheH 6
IV. HehaH T faeror 8

Vitark AI gRT dOR « 37cdd MU - ITTNT T Uge! IEI0T JATud ehe
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ART # AT & I1E $F gueqr A gfaw mrafad.. I - fawga RAsdwor

1. fasqd fascwor

qgEg RAgia

01 I STORTY H Yford gRT SHfAard urafieht asf e a1 Sifder

Tseh IR ST IR 1R gU THEd & sracie afe geT # €319 SRy (S AToRaTg! € TSt =el T a1 °ie ugarn) uafeia
gidT 5, d gfery arafAeh! (FIR) &1 ehe o forg denrfies &0 & srfeiepd & artfeh arafaeht A1 St a1 uRfAe gR &, 7 fob
13 sifaw s, Jahanara Begum v. The State (2025) |

02 HHSI e SMYR TR HHA HeheH] ehl fARET e chl I= —ATATeTg <hl LferT

I Teeh geeT ANt Uefa i & ofR a1 el # Tgraquf gefg gt It 8, at I=a Arrery ArATfoies TET i agrar
3R =1 awa Y F9d & forg urafadhT ofk Heifdq srfargl et e (quash) @R ddT 8, Ashutosh Kumar v.
State of H.P. (2025) 3R Sahil Kaushal @ Sahil and others v. State of Haryana and another (2025) |

03  graui—eh Aifd Ta iR srawret & gusiial it srefienridr
TR SToRIfAeR Ul a1 caTges ISR UHTd aret "AH (S POCSO a1 g1 &l wams) # st dR o forar mar

AT UTATAh hl IE 3 T YR A6l &= Fehdl, Ramji Lal Bairwa & Anr. v. State of Rajasthan & Ors.
(2024) 1

04 GHCHT e FHY dlefeh TR SRITUT JUTHeh Il
Hiex a4 IfAfTH Y 4R 134 & Siaia gHeAT & gid d1e a1 i fomT fohet uftharaten situ=mRend & deenrer Rifehean
HETIdT UgamT 3R 24 6 & iR Mepean gfors ¥ ot giRd &A1 dTeteh Sl e sheed 8, foreenT Seerae 4Rt

187 & dgd &34 8, Basappa v. State of Karnataka (2014) 3fR Shibu Bhowmik v. State of Tripura
(2025) |

=rgraal & 38 &9 g frar

watss =maraa &t Mihir Rajesh Shah v. State of Maharashtra (2625) & Sated <amaTerd 3 e fahar i

e Re-te-37 o THRATEY & gefett & iofiR et A oft i oY R & e 9 o &
RUATY & SR T Teh HauTieh YR 81 39k SifdRed, Basappa v. State of
Karnataka (2014) & ag e fhar w1 foh gt ueger ared o ST el i dhaet
ORI & SR WR gt 781 =T ST FehdT|
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ART # AT & I1E $F gueqr A gfaw mrafad.. I - fawga RAsdwor

S= AT A fafra I=a =marert S fgaraer veer edaté ¥ Ashutosh Kumar v. State of H.P. (2025)

Fa & Aregeht e & AT (BNS o eRr 281) # e o) erd) 2aR FrfaTd i e o R,
STeIfeh chetehdl 8T8ehlc A Sahadev Sahoo v. The State (2025) Si& AHeAT 7 ag W fhar f
URIVeh I ST & TROT | STgl TR MRIY dAfad 8f, I8T UhSIS3TR ohl I Ta] fehdl ST YehdT|

g1 &1 fawrw 2024 3fR 2025 & A (Si€ Dheeraj Yadav v. State of Haryana (2024) 3R Sana v.
State of UT Chandigarh (2025)) & Sf&Terd! = sfiggd (BNS), 2023 3R sfrgagaua
(BNSS), 2023 & dgd IR-gw=itdr ai#g (non-compoundable) grrafl # «+ff uei & dftwr gu
arEIfdeh GHEI! i TiehR R §Q <1 & fod | ehrdarg et g foham 81
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ART # AT & I1E $F gueqr A gfaw mrafad.. IT1 - wifafs graur

11. Gifafdes graym s

SECTION 134, MOTOR VEHICLES ACT, 1988 — DUTY OF DRIVER IN CASE OF ACCIDENT AND INJURY TO A
PERSON

gHieAT &t R # arre cafery it gia Rifchcar Tgradr uar =T, 24 | & Hiar gferd ot gfad e SR i et ot
faf@a fareRor Uem &= =iTeteh T ST eheled 8l

"When any person is injured or any property of a third party is damaged, as a result of an accident
in which a motor vehicle is involved, the driver of the vehicle or other person in charge of the
vehicle shall--

(a) unless it is not practicable to do so on account of mob fury or any other reason beyond his
control, take all reasonable steps to secure medical attention for the injured person, by conveying
him to the nearest medical practitioner or hospital, and it shall be the duty of every registered
medical practitioner or the doctor on the duty in the hospital immediately to attend to the injured
person and render medical aid or treatment without waiting for any procedural formalities, unless

the injured person or his guardian, in case he is a minor, desires otherwise;

(b) give on demand by a police officer any information required by him, or, if no police officer is
present, report the circumstances of the occurrence, including the circumstances, if any, for not
taking reasonable steps to secure medical attention as required under clause (a), at the nearest

police station as soon as possible, and in any case within twenty-four hours of the occurrence.

(c) give the following information in writing to the insurer, who has issued the certificates of
insurance, about the occurrence of the accident, namely:---

(i) insurance policy number and period of its validity;
(ii) date, time and place of accident;
(iii) particulars of the persons injured or killed in the accident;

(iv) name of the driver and the particulars of his driving licence." 3gd: Naranbhai Rupabhai Mata

v. State of Gujarat

SECTION 279, INDIAN PENAL CODE, 1860 — RASH DRIVING OR RIDING ON A PUBLIC WAY

g URT Yreolf-ieh ANT U A ST ahl W< H STl dielt ATURETg! AT WdATeh T T aTgT I ohi Se-11d 3a=Tel e
Exaii

"Whoever drives any vehicle, or rides, on any public way in a manner so rash or negligent as to
endanger human life, or to be likely to cause hurt or injury to any other person, shall be punished
with imprisonment of either description for a term which may extend to six months, or with fine
which may extend to one thousand rupees, or with both." 3gd: Court on its own motion v. Union of

India
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ART # AT & I1E $F gueqr A gfaw mrafad.. IT1 - wifafs graur

SECTION 187, MOTOR VEHICLES ACT, 1988 — PUNISHMENT FOR OFFENCES RELATING TO ACCIDENT

g IR GeleAT & d1G S8R GRT URT 134 & dgd sifard Rfchea ggradr stk Ruifé erdeat a1 ure 7 &eat IR shriard 3R
A &1 &3 RuiRa st 81

"Whoever fails to comply with the provisions of clause (a) of sub-section (1) of section 132 or
section 133 or section 134 shall be punishable with imprisonment for a term which may extend to
six months, or with fine of five thousand rupees, or with both or, if having been previously
convicted of an offence under this section, he is again convicted of an offence under this section,
with imprisonment for a term which may extend to one year, or with fine of ten thousand rupees,
or with both." 3gd: Basappa v. State of Karnataka, Shibu Bhowmik v. State of Tripura

SECTION 281, BHARATIYA NYAYA SANHITA, 2023 — RASH DRIVING OR RIDING ON A PUBLIC WAY
TE YURT GTdSTeh AN TR ST A7 ATIRATe! T aTg Iell bl &Sd et & oY A Siia- Gebe d Us a1 fohet aafry @
e g ST

"Whoever drives any vehicle, or rides, on any public way in a manner so rash or negligent as to
endanger human life, or to be likely to cause hurt or injury to any other person, shall be punished
with imprisonment of either description for a term which may extend to six months, or with fine
which may extend to one thousand rupees, or with both." Igd: Shibu Bhowmik v. State of Tripura
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ART # AT & I1E $F gueqr A gfaw mrafad.. III - =fdfa gwead

IIT. a-ﬁ?r W 22 g&HeH - AR

# qHSHAT [araq ¥ gEg Avia

01 Sahil Kaushal @ Sahil and others v. HIGH COURT OF 2025  gHSIG &b 916 MRk BhRiaTa! STRY T =T(Ach
State of Haryana and another PUNJAB AND HARYANA oY A Feiel 81
PHHC010715192025

02 Ramji Lal Bairwa & Anr. v. State of SUPREME COURT OF 2024 7R ofk TSR UTa ATt SrRTet S IS &
Rajasthan & Ors. INDIA STYR TR E g1 [ohdT ST FehdT|
ESCR010006682024

03 Basappa v. State of Karnataka SUPREME COURT OF 2014 TTcTeh hl UgEH SR ATURETE! & Uedet |1eg & famm
ESCR010004092014 INDIA gufAfg s 81

04 Gurjeet Singh v. State of Punjab HIGH COURT OF 2025 fdRTd Uepfd o faarel & andfdes grgd & a1g
PHHC010822152025 PUNJAB AND HARYANA TH3ATEINR € heAT AT gl

05  Ayan Ahmed & Anr.v. GNCT Delhi & HIGH COURT OF DELHI ~ 2024  HTel 7Ifd fame & oelt & 9 gy @xsia @
Anr. TSI TBTE IadT 8|
DLHC010074782024

06 Shibu Bhowmik v. State of Tripura HIGH COURT OF 2025 gEeAT 3R ATIRATE! ¥ Hid H SgAH
TRHCO10006702025 TRIPURA 281/105/106 3R THdt gae @R Eid &1

07 Saurabh Rai alias Saurav Kumar v. HIGH COURT OF DELHI ~ 2024  TR-9Tdeh die o ATH § Witdd Tagid IR
State of NCT of Delhi TOh3ATSIR ahi T, fehal ST HehelT 81
DLHC010764852024

08 Balwinder Singh v. State of Punjab HIGH COURT OF 2025 GHEIA & A1 SITORTIYG ShRIaTE! SR I@HT gt
and Anr. PUNJAB AND HARYANA Tk T g 21
PHHC010759152023

09 Court on its own motion v. Union of HIGH COURT OF DELHI ~ 2016  ATORGTE! § TSl Ieli= UR UHaT U chl 9RT 19 &
India AT T &Y ThaT Bl
DLHC012496012015

10 Dheeraj Yadav v. State of Haryana HIGH COURT OF 2024 IR-gASAT A sroRrel 7 oft afe Qufafg &
PHHCO11541802024 PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT 7 81 dY TH3ATSIIR IE gt

11 Ashutosh Kumar v. State of H.P. HIGH COURT OF 2025 AR gHeAT AHe # Uetl § THEa & a1G srfare!
HPHC010485812025 HIMACHAL PRADESH SR} T AR B

12 Jahanara Begumv. The State CALCUTTA HIGH COURT 2025 i & URfHh I=0T H YHSTSIIR € ! el S
WBCHCPOO01882025 Gehclt Riifch ag Tquf fasgentsr 8t &1

13 K. Bhaskar Rao v. The State and CALCUTTA HIGH COURT 2025  E3rg STORTY o T UR Yford ol UTUTHhY &5t o
Others S [F e Gl O ATIFRR &
WBCHCP0001912025

14 Sahadev Sahoo v. The State CALCUTTA HIGH COURT 2025 79 dch STig difed & 3R =Teiviic aTfe 8! gs,
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ART # AT & I1E $F gueqr A gfaw mrafad..

# qFHIAT

15 T. Madhavi v. The State
WBCHCP0O001872025

16 Vinita Sharma v. The State
WBCHCP0001892025

17 Aneena Anto v. The State
WBCHCP0001862025

18  Sanav. State of UT Chandigarh
PHHC010486582025

19 Mihir Rajesh Shah v. State of
Maharashtra
ESCR0O10005712025

20 Naranbhai Rupabhai Mata v. State of

Gujarat
GJHC240367872009

21 Rohit Das v. The State and Others
WBCHCP0O001852025

22 Guru Swain v. State of Odisha
0DHC010246532025
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qrarda

CALCUTTA HIGH COURT

CALCUTTA HIGH COURT

CALCUTTA HIGH COURT

HIGH COURT OF

PUNJAB AND HARYANA

SUPREME COURT OF

INDIA

HIGH COURT OF
GUJARAT

CALCUTTA HIGH COURT

ORISSA HIGH COURT

Ty

2025

2025

2025

2025

2025

2012

2025

2025

III - uffa gwed

gz ffa

hae GER GIERIUT hl THTEHT o YR TR dAfeld SIra
o geagiy g1 fehar Saem|

AR Tepfal i 7T § Wag STORTY g4 OR HrIfieh
&I ST TS Bl

T3 Al § urAfie 918y gia R mufidl ot |
e i arfRiar @iiRst gl

faaTe gerem W 2t SR A & A1 THATESR
fAR% <l ST FendlT 81

TEeAT o TfRaH A 7 oft SR vt RO a1
fofeEa snmurR &A1 sifamd 81

a1 ATfeieh T ATeleh o ATIRATEIYU! ghed h felg
MR T Y ITRERIT T ST ST HehTl

fRreprad & T3 ITURTY T T g1 TR ImufAdh 8ik
9 g avE 99 &

G & G RIE FS STURTY Tg, Y Yokl & 3R
A Y HUTSS e hY AR a1 B
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ART # AT & I1E $F gueqr A gfaw mrafad..

IvV.

01

02

IV - fg&E# @1 gz

ﬂar{ﬁr ohT fAaROT 22 50 e

Sahil Kaushal @ Sahil and others v. State of Haryana and another
HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA - 2025-08-22 - CRM-M/25723/2025

Tg ATAT Section 482 Cr.P.C. & d8d FIR ohl I & bl a1iiehT & Gafdd 8, STt ol T & SMYR TR &1aR i 178 ot
petitioners W Sections 115, 190, 191 (2), 3R 351 (3) of BNS & d&d | &of (chdT TRIT AT| =TT A trial court T Tweia
& gt &t Raé Fmars, e g gfe g8 fos awshiar @ o

frofa =TT 3 UTRa fonar fF TwEiid & 18 sRiaTe! @l 3 ST ~ATiieh T7a hi Saial BRIt AT o J2T &l &Ed g3
gfAfg & Guradr dgeg & oft, sra: urfieh! et e fohar s =arafea & smasaes ol

“It is evident that in view of the amicable resoluti on of the issues amongst the parties, no useful purpose
would be ser ved by continuation of the proceedings. The furtherance of the proceedings is likely to be a
waste of judicial time and there appears to be no chances of conviction. In view of above, FIR No. 49
dated 16.02.2025(Annexure P-1) registered under Sections 115, 190,191 (2),351 (3) of BNS registered at
Police Station Shri Sector 17, HUDA, District Yamunanagar qua the petitioner on the basis of a
compromise dated 24.04.2025 (Annexure P- 2), is quashed qua the petitioners. The present petition is

hereby allowed.”

HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA - 2025 &g PHHC010715192025

Ramji Lal Bairwa & Anr. v. State of Rajasthan & Ors.
SUPREME COURT OF INDIA - 2024-11-07 - 2024 INSC 846

g AT Yeh ATETeNT ST & A9 Iafis T J&fda g, food s fveres & f&ars IPC, POCSO Act 3R SC/ST Act & dgd FIR
ot 1 71 oft | ISR ST AT A SR SR difar & e & ot gg aEiid & STYR WR FIR SR Srfarel ot 38 o fam i
Yefed T 3 §6 1S el WIRST e gY W fohar fos POCSO Act Si€ 719 3R HHTSeh giTa atet Srorelf aht it Areett =gt
AT ST hdT 8| TITed = el foh U AT § TR o STYR WR Section 482 Cr.P.C. & dgd FIR & &A1 S & Ie41
faeg &1 Tru &1, afe g a1 fifea uar =ma &Y fatherar & e ardier 78t ahed €, o Ueh iR uet &l off Article 136 & dgd
TIeRT GRIR & I SIfYBR g

frofa =TT 3 T A & uell & e ganm Traiiar g A J urufAeh! fARE & & SUR T8l a9 Fehd| TR gt
Tepfdl o STURTY eafeiTd THEd & W & 3R T8 A1l § Io qrTerd oht Arafieh! fARed et it sruet siafifea rfey et g

I8! AT TRyl

“A perusal of the impugned order would reveal that without even referring to the alleged offence and
thereby without looking into the nature and gravity of the offence, solely relying upon the compromise,
the High Court observed... bearing in mind the allegations in the subject FIR, it would reveal that the
High Court has misread and misapplied the law laid down in Gian Singh's case (supra) to quash the

subject FIR and all further proceedings based in pursuance thereof.”
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ART # AT & I1E $F gueqr A gfaw mrafad.. IV - H&Ed &1 Ao

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA - 2024 Hd ESCRO10006682024

o3 Basappa v. State of Karnataka
SUPREME COURT OF INDIA - 2014-02-27 - 2014 INSC 147

Ig HIHAT Uoh TS goe § Hafed & foas gan &l aufa s=a &t 77 gt 18 off | gt i = SRt &t Sections 279 iR 304A IPC
& dgd S o fear o1, ifes a8 Rig et & forg g 319 agd A8t o1 foh SR €1 e Tt @1 oMl gretifes, High Court = e
T GIHeIh Thid §Y 1A ShIC o thifel ol Ueie fedm SR STRIdY ol gt sgem

Profa  FaTed ATATAT = HHT {ch Tk GeeAT oh A B ATuRaTg! I ST Il (&RT 279 SEUTT) 3R ATeieh o el (URT
134 THd! Uae) & Ioeigd T STRIT chael d¥ft I1=0 g ST dTeteh hl UgaT 3fR STURTIS dTuRdTe! Uiel 918y ¥ WE &9 I
grferd gt

“Therefore, the alleged offence could only be non-compliance of Section 134... There is also no direct
evidence with regard to the ingredients of Sections 279 and 304A of IPC. The High Court, on re-
appreciation of the evidence, has taken another view so as to convict the accused.”

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA - 2014 Ha ESCRO10004092014

o4 Gurjeet Singh v. State of Punjab
HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA - 2025-07-31 - CRM-M/28291/2025

Tg g FIR No. 36, St 26 A1 2025 @t Police Station Qadian & gt &l 78 ofY, &l %€ et & forw grR 6t 18 v a1 &
Giferd &1 arfrerreratal TR BNS & fafra errsif & dga SiRiu g 71q &1 geff & e 12 75 2025 ol Yeh THEIdT g3 ATl TR
HIE gRT & 778 RUté # gfe it 75 o amgdiar Wiede o1 iR foheft qama # =18t am

frofa I R A [Aufy e foh sia yeall & @it wu @ fom foredt gama & grsiiar o formar g, at urafddh ofik ufRoms
FHRIAIETT ol FARE AT <A & ik ger rifagdes Sfiae sft @dh

“Consequently, the petition is allowed. FIR No.36 dated 26.03.2025 under Sections 115(2), 118(1), 191(3),
190, 351(3) of BNS (Section 118(2), 109, 303(2) BNS added later on)... and all consequential proceedings

arising therefrom on the basis of compromise... are, hereby, quashed qua the petitioners.”

HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA - 2025 Hid PHHC010822152025

o5 Ayan Ahmed & Anr. v. GNCT Delhi & Anr.
HIGH COURT OF DELHI - 2024-04-09 - CRL.M.C./1346/2024

Tg ATHe FIR No. 339/2023 & fARedaor (quashing) & €&frd 8, St Sections 354, 354A, 323, 506, 509, 3R 34 IPC & dgd
St ol TS off| ITfeaRrendt 3R fARaeal (Respondent No. 2) & 19 Uah Useh faars & a6 a8 FIR &of g3 ot | Ul = Sared &t
gfoa forar for 3517 smuht wgafa € fdare gesn foran 8 ik & Settlement Deed fsamfed &t 81 =amarera = aran fos 9 faare
eAfeRTITA Uehfcl et AT 3R ST Uadl =TT ¥ GHSAT o o 8, 3UfeIg Yened ol TR 3@ § =1 & Ieal &t gl g1 gl
TR, =TT = Section 482 Cr.P.C. & d&d STU-T ATl Sl ITANT et §Y I FIR SR Tafdd el &t 3g e faam
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ART # AT & I1E $F gueqr A gfaw mrafad.. IV - H&Ed &1 Ao

06

07

frofa AT A AT foh T8k R dT 71fd T T8 Il ol dens Y= gQ ATt faarg iR I6eh aTe &of arufieh! ot arsild &
IR TR T fohaT ST GehdT §, Rilfeh Y ShRiaT! ST I@T IdTe 3R Jud i s«fél ghft

“On the face of record, incident appears to have occurred over a minor altercation of overspeeding of car
by petitioners, who are college students and express remorse over the incident. In view of compromise
between the parties, the possibility of conviction in such a case is remote and continuation of

proceedings would cause oppression and grave prejudice to the accused.”

HIGH COURT OF DELHI - 2024 Ha DLHC010074782024

Shibu Bhowmik v. State of Tripura
HIGH COURT OF TRIPURA - 2025-07-04 - BA/32/2025

Tg AT Uh sieT Uercheq O Tafdd g food emidi o= Section 281/105 of BNS, 2023 3R Motor Vehicles Act & uraymi &
T&d ATHAT &of fohaT 7T AT 31TdEeh & dehlel 3 deh feaT foh a8 A Section 106(1) of BNS, 2023 & grR § 37t g, 7 fh
Section 105 &, 3R gferd 3 hael TR & o folg TTetd &RTY TS &1 J@l, TR aehlel = etlel &1 foh ST 3 SR SeTq Y
Hdl & YR TR IR & ATk Section 105 of BNS &l IIRTY TE g1 T = &1 Uil i Seflerl 3R Fared <Irarerd gRI
fufRa Rgidl & IR a=d gy 3 &l gars @il

frofa  ~TTGIT 3 gHeAT ¥ Faifdd ArAelt # figAud (BNS) &t Rt 281 (SITuRaTe! & aTe-1 gefrT), &RT 105/106 (AToRargt &
) 3R Hiex I rfAfaas di arT 184 (WaxATeh gsfa) ofk et 187 (RUtE 7 ot wR GwiT) & it siaqefeien R faqga
==f |

“Pur PS case No0.46 of 2025 (RKP0046 dated 22.03.2025) under Section 281/105 of BNS, 2023 and also
under Section 184/187 of MV Act... The aforesaid provision [Section 106 BNS] also corresponds to Section

304A of IPC with some modifications.”

HIGH COURT OF TRIPURA - 2025 @d TRHC010006702025

Saurabh Rai alias Saurav Kumar v. State of NCT of Delhi
HIGH COURT OF DELHI - 2024-11-05 - W.P.(CRL)/3448/2024

g ATHT FIR €A1 0386/2024 Wi € & o ol SRR <hl T8 Ueh ATiwienT &, St Section 109(1) of The Bharatiya Nyaya
Sanhita, 2023 & dgd &si el 718 ot | ATfRehTeRdl 3R fAGR—IdeRal (Respondent no. 2) & &g Yk RaeHT sgeh @ @l & aRE
ST # T T T faare 911 a1e #, 1 gl A mut denfa & Greiiar R foram 3R fAsradenal A srearerd & aHer gt i fh
3G faT fohelt gamer & gweiar fohar 81 feeedt I=a =marerd = Gian Singh vs. State of Punjab & fgidl &1 urer snvd gy, faare
& HIETyul Y i d&d g4 FIR 3R 389 deifda geft sriarg! et 38 e o otz feam

frofa  ~gTITTd A hgl fob TR-T1de (non-fatal) MR @it & Amaet & STgi yail 3 WesT ¥ 3o+ ggafa & gusiiar o= foar g,
I TeTd 37U SidfHfad Lrfaerdt & dgd urafieh! ot fARed o ehar g1

VITARK ffds Rad - mu-fig 10 / 17



ART # AT & I1E $F gueqr A gfaw mrafad.. IV - H&Ed &1 Ao

08

09

“In view of the settlement arrived at parties, contents of the complainant’s affidavit and the law laid
down by the Hon'ble Supreme Court in Gian Singh (Supra)... and the injury caused by the petitioner to

the respondent no. 2 is non-fatal in nature... No fruitful purpose would be served by keeping the matter

pending.”

HIGH COURT OF DELHI - 2024 Ha DLHC010764852024

Balwinder Singh v. State of Punjab and Anr.
HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA - 2025-04-24 - CRM-M/29590/2023

Tg ATHAT FIR T&1 0109, St 24.07.2017 <Rt &5f ch 718 oft, &l g e o forg aTaR &Y 18 Tes anfiehT @ Tifdq g1 arfiehrerdf = geft
& ot g S gHSid & SMUR WR Section 528 of the BNSS, 2023 (gd Section 482 Cr.P.C.) & dgd gd /it off | et
3eTerd 3 e Ruté & Arend G yfe & foh grsitar arafdes, @i iR &= fendt qara & gaor g1 = rarerd 3 uall & sami 3k
RutE o faamR aed gu, = & feal ot grfera T ofR anregt ufeha & oot &t e & forg I FIR ok Iud Tafda aft
FRIATE! ehl T, e T ol AT

frofa AT A gl foh SO i & arg off SuRifdes shriaTg! eht Aol @1 =1k THY el 7€ AT 3R HRIYY &1
SHTGTeh IS AT 8, 3d: 34 AT ST 8t g <t AT ufehar 81

“Power under Section 482 Cr.P.C./Section 528 BNSS can be exercised to enhance social amity, and to
reduce friction. Disputes which have their genesis in... commercial transactions and other such matters

can safely be dealt with by the Court... in the event of a compromise...”

HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA - 2025 &g PHHC010759152023

Court on its own motion v. Union of India
HIGH COURT OF DELHI - 2016-07-20 - W.P.(C)/5072/2015

Ig AT et # dadl 'road rage' &Y geArsit @ Yafdd &1 =amamera & Wd: I (suo moto) forar ar ofk a1g & 398 Feifdd uah
SHfed arfiept @t oft Ty St e a1 <araTer 7 gefda srfdeiial @ s guwn @ fRues & e 3314 1T sheat &t SRy At
oft| fReeeft gfere ofik dhg TR 3 a3 foh & S SReehar sifSramt, Tt Hifgan, dgar ¢fthes veiem iR daR Uad- Iurdl & AreaH
Y fRfd ol AT s &1 o @ 28 &1 =marerg 3 ura o feeeft F Sieean $fiR argHt <l T | gf & srgurd | gt e
farenfla =81 gom 81 Sida:, =amarerd 3 SfrenRaT & TaTHt R YA STdTd Y S SITReehdT 3R SR ¢fthes ATHT & hrafea )R SR
fem

i ool Iea =amaTer 3 fAEfRIa fora foh draRaTgt @ mEt g G geeTsit & 9% &Rl ¢ SR Aler I srfafaes &
YRT 19 & Igd A3 T, e SidT Uac hRaTsdt Sl ¥ Al hl ST F1fegl

“Rash driving is undoubtedly one of the main reasons for the incidents of road rage. It is pointed out by
the learned counsels that rash driving is an offence punishable under Section 279 of IPC... For instance,
Section 19 empowers the Licensing Authority to revoke the driving licence for various reasons

enumerated therein.”
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HIGH COURT OF DELHI - 2016 Ha DLHC012496012015

Dheeraj Yadav v. State of Haryana
HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA - 2024-12-19 - CRM-M/55971/2024

gg AT FIR i 3E et T aTfachT @ Hafdd 8, St anfaerendta ofik fifea uer & g ot a9sfia & smeR R arR & 78 ot
SfAgat . BNS, 2023 &t arrsit 308(5), 333, 3R 351(3) o dgd Arer &t fohar mar o7l fes & sraxrey R-wweitar aiw (non-
compoundable) &, =amaTe = ot Ffga aferd (inherent powers) &1 IUAT &Rd g8 59 W AR w1 =amarera = ur fos
FHEAT s 4 fhar T o7 3R 39 g ara ar and! 781 ot =mrarera 3 wet foh afe A & deat ok aRfefaat @ dad gg
SR =T & Ig T ol GRfArd A & Ty rRIaTe! eht ST ST =T Ufeha et g@ualT g, dt FIR ot 3E foham ST SehdT 81 d&g9R,
I AT A FIR 3R 39 Taifdrd goff srrfargl ot 8 e feami

frofa  JTITGIT A TE foRa ok o7et €1 & STURTY &I & dgd IR-Tweitar arg g, i off afe ueteri = geg e oft & ik
HeheH H QWA Y THTeHT 3 8, I T ArTerd o UTd WTufiehl 3¢ el ehl gui Qifert 81

“Hon'ble Supreme Court holds... simply because an offence is not compoundable under Section 320
Indian Penal Code is by itself no reason for the High Court to refuse exercise of its power under Section
482 Criminal Procedure Code That power can in our opinion be exercised in cases where there is no
chance of recording a conviction against the accused and the entire exercise of a trial is destined to be an

exercise in futility.”

HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA - 2024 a PHHC011541802024

Ashutosh Kumar v. State of H.P.

HIGH COURT OF HIMACHAL PRADESH - 2025-09-11 - CRMMO0/769/2025

g AT Section 528 of the Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita (BNSS) & dgd e FIR &l 3 e chl AT & e g,
St Sections 281 of the Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita (BNS) sk Sections 181 3f 185 of the Motor Vehicles Act & dgd &si
&I 77E oft| TR TR ATURATE! ¥ TS T ST STRIT AT| ST & SR, el & ofier Mot aegiar gt mar| fReraadal
(respondent No. 3) 7 =T # g8 99 &1 foh & o1 AT &t St 78T IgMT 918 | =ATaTerd = 7141 foh et & off= goig 8t oA
Y AT ht SR @1 <A1 Ufeha oht GEUINT gRTT| 31d:, <ITTerd = L1ifd 3R HgTe s-1g 3@+ & Igd ¥ FIR 3R 39k uRumIesy
T gt hRaTa! I € o |

g AT USRI So <HITed = HIHT foh TSk GeeHT | AToRaTe! 9 et gar (BNS et 9T 281) & AWt | Al geti & o=
guSIar g1 7T §, dt It ol € fohar ST gETSt § *1ifd 997¢ Rae 3R S1ETerd ol T g9 & fol gaiH gl

“The primary purpose of law is to maintain peace in the society and when, the parties to the lis... have
buried their disputes and compromised the matter, then, the continuation of the criminal proceedings,

arising out of the FIR in question... would certainly amount to abuse of the process of law.”

HIGH COURT OF HIMACHAL PRADESH - 2025 Hia HPHC010485812025
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Jahanara Begum v. The State
CALCUTTA HIGH COURT - 2025-03-12 + CRR/13/2025

g AT Teh FIR i T8 et Y I1fent © Tafdd 8, St duft 3 -3 8 opfdd aiarerd) & day § gt & 18 oft| arfenrehal 3 aeh
fea 16 foame e ®u @ @Rt ok aarel & o9 8, St uepfa # f&fder (Civil) 8, sk AfSige 3 FIR &t et ot el & 97 3fad
e =11 foma| =amaTera = 711 6 FIR iS fogd 9180 SxATas =161 ¢ $iR SHT 5T hadl T34 S1ux1y (Cognizable offence) @t
S {[E e g dfeh Stia oeft I § 8fR 8MRIT U= (Charge sheet) a1f@e =181 forar wam €, 3afog =amamed 3 39 TR W FIR |
P T 3ARR A fean SR arfaesr it @it &= fea

frofa  Thelehdl I ~ITITed = ahgl fob TfRdt gt g9 & urRfdes a1 St & =wRor & SreTerd] ot UTafAh! ol Ig Ta1 T I1gq
gfe; fArepraa O foreft I3 SroRry & 8 ot Teg Ger giat 81

“The true test for a valid FIR, as laid down in Lalita Kumari, is only whether the information furnished
provides reason to suspect the commission of an offence which the police officer concerned is
empowered... to investigate... On such consideration, this Court refuses the prayer for quashing at this

stage.”

CALCUTTA HIGH COURT - 2025 Hid WBCHCPO001882025

K. Bhaskar Rao v. The State and Others
CALCUTTA HIGH COURT - 2025-03-12 -+ CRR/16/2025

g ATHT FIR ot T et ahl ATfoienT O aifdd 81 arfaiearehd! ol adh o1 foh a8 faare g0 ®0 € o AWTRe Uepfd & § 3k 98 T
'bonafide purchaser' g1 39 sifafed, arferrendt 3 grar fawar fs Magistrate 7 Section 156(3) of the Criminal
Procedure Code (a2 Section 175(3) of the Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita, 2023) & dgd 3mesr uiid ed I5d
I TfchaT ot UTee @l fohaT| =TT = 39 deh ol WK Ag) fehdl 1R &gl foh FIR &'s 'encyclopedia’ Tal § 3R ST &
RN =0T § EXI&T AT I el | =ATITerd = Ig AT foh Jfch ST o7t STRT 8 8fR @ig charge sheet S1Ee 81 Al TS €,
29fIg 39 TR WR FIR & IE A & chig SATUR a1 g1 IR, =TT = A1fieht et @Rst &= fea

frofa  ITITET A gl foh TTAfAhT s dquf cxarast 761 81 gferd ot daia ArTell & Urfieh! &t eeeh O ST el ht TadiardT
8, 3R 39 Ufehar ol st & JAeheT S Y HTaHT & R gl

“FIR is not an encyclopedia disclosing all facts and details relating to the offence. The true test of a valid
FIR is to ascertain whether the information furnished provides reason to suspect the commission of an

offence to be investigated... refuses the prayer for quashing at this stage.”

CALCUTTA HIGH COURT - 2025 Fa WBCHCPOO01912025

Sahadev Sahoo v. The State

CALCUTTA HIGH COURT - 2025-03-12 -+ CRR/15/2025

Ig T FIR &t IE et i a1fiep @ T&fAd §, ST eraer Gufxl & e § eianerst o SRIUT o hRUT ot cht 78 oft| arfichrendt
Teh fea foh faare gepfa # AmRe (civil) & 3R I8 90 ¥4 & @ERT 3R siie & &9 &1 =Irarerd = gl foh FIR Shadt Ten URfHe
Ra¥é & ofk ag e o ofd =81 &1 —rTerd = &g & T Rgidl ol garer &d §Q whal foh ST & URf¥es TRT A FIR @l g e
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3 g aritfen st st ot =181 g8 @ SR 1S charge sheet TR 81 1 778 81 dGTHR, =TI 3 ATfRIehT el @RS & fear
3R ST SR TE= i srafa &

frofa =ATATeTd A G: GfR <Al foh T SrRry o URfWes Ared ofk urufAeh! & Usiienzur & a1e STa deh foh Stie ey w7 uga
STTY, SeTerdl ent sfafifga srfaeat & dga urufadt ot fAvea T8t e anfgul

“Requirements of Section 157 are higher than the requirements of Section 154 of the Criminal Procedure

Code. Further, a police officer in a given case after investigation can file a final report... this Court refuses

the prayer for quashing at this stage.”

CALCUTTA HIGH COURT - 2025 Hd WBCHCP0001902025

15 T.Madhavi v. The State
CALCUTTA HIGH COURT - 2025-03-12 - CRR/12/2025
Tg AT Ueh Tuf faare @ Tefda 8, fSad arfiereandl & Magistrate gRT FIR &St &he o 31T St ATt &1 oft | anfichTendf ar adh
o1 o faare wepfar & AR (civil) 8 3R Magistrate 3 Ame R 3 faar 78T frar| =amarera 3 71471 o FIR g 9qui a&dras gl
& 3R SUHT I23T hadt AT TIY (cognizable offence) o Tg <l S s 81 dfch Stia 1t TRIYe TR0T H g 3R SR o
(charge sheet) af&e =& g31 8, SAAIY AR 7 719 H XA A G 3R R [&AT| R = GH =RUT H FIR i 3¢ et
& 1Rt i @TRsT = e ofk wgt foh Sira g3t g1 & o & fAsee kT T aekar 81

frofa ITATET A AT foh ST S STORTY T HSE T 8, 1 g Gferd el ATfiehl &t et o fder o1 grefs snear g1 i
T B9 ¥ Uget urufieh! fRed 81 ht ST Fehd |

“Although it prima facie appears that the disputes are essentially... it would be inadvisable at this stage to
quash the FIR as the investigation has not yet been concluded and no charge sheet has been filed. It is
equally possible that at the conclusion of the investigation, the final report may not include the name of

the petitioner.”

CALCUTTA HIGH COURT - 2025 Hd WBCHCP00O01872025

16 Vinita Sharma v. The State
CALCUTTA HIGH COURT - 2025-03-12 - CRR/14/2025

g HTHAT STHI ahl forch! & 2 Tan faare & Hefdd €, STgi arfearerdt = FIR @t Xg et i 77T &t ofY | anfaicrreraf &t adk o foh faarg
& &0 § @IERT 3R TATell oh o1 T AR (civil) faare & ik Magistrate = A/ | FIR &ST &t ol SIS & 99T Ifd
fomamR 781 feram)

frofa  hefehdl Jed IR = Yd ST gHT & SrgaR darg arafiehl &t uRfHe St & fAREdnur et St o, araifen
sifaw Rl 3 & uge AT &t G gehichd T UdT ol S TTAT ST HehdT|
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“Requirements of Section 157 are higher than the requirements of Section 154 of the Criminal Procedure
Code. Further, a police officer in a given case after investigation can file a final report... refuses the

prayer for quashing at this stage.”

CALCUTTA HIGH COURT - 2025 Hd WBCHCP0001892025

Aneena Anto v. The State

CALCUTTA HIGH COURT - 2025-03-12 - CRR/11/2025

Ig A Huf & AF-3 H A draragt ik 7eaw (broker) &Y ojffient ¥ Gifdd 81 anferrerdl A adh fean fos foame qea wu @
et epfar &1 8 3R Magistrate gRT FIR &St &t et 3imear fomr 3 faaR & feam mar am g9es faudta, Isa = a<h f&an fas FIR
S T 3id 7181 & 3R 39 TR R HRIATa! i I A1 Ifed a1 &1 =ararerd 3 /7471 &6 FIR et g el & iy g sigd uRfes =ror ¢
Fifer 31t ek ST gt 181 g3 @ 3R s charge sheet 1@ 81 &l 718 81 =ITATerd A g +ff T fomar ok s sifwr <ifera g,
3gferT gTfRiepTendl ot =9 3id & 78] oft 81 Terar &1 3idd:, <ITITe™ = FIR @l I e chl ATfIehT ohl @it @ foaT|

frofa I A gl foh afe fRArad @ 939 e 1 Tdg ISR 81 3@ 8, df Urfiehl i Stiwr eht ufehar al sl & wafud
TTEeT & SIHR 3 deh UgamaT ST A1y |

“The true test for a valid FIR, as laid down in Lalita Kumari, is only whether the information furnished
provides reason to suspect the commission of an offence... On such consideration, this Court refuses the

prayer for quashing at this stage.”

CALCUTTA HIGH COURT - 2025 Fd WBCHCP0001862025

Sana v. State of UT Chandigarh
HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA - 2025-05-12 - CRM-M/16902/2025

gg #el FIR No. 185, fadieh 24.11.2024 (St Sections 305, 331(3), 324(4) 3R 61(2) BNS & dgd &si &l 778 oft) &l I & &
forq arR arfienT § Wefdd 81 vetl & st gen THEidT 814 o d1g, STaTead A dafdd Judicial Magistrate 1st Class, Chandigarh &
Ra¥é e, forad gt gd fn aweitar W &1 s 3k gRaron = =amarer & Gian Singh vs. State of Punjab & fRgidl @1
U1 R §Y el foh =ama & fed & SR Sigt Ufehar 3 gouaiT ot Akt o folg O ATHel & eiiar A1 &1 Jag9R, STared = FIR
3R 3T a1 Y Goft wrRfaTEl St TE A T e e, aerd arfereral PGIMER, Chandigarh & 'Poor Patient Welfare
Fund' # 20,000 ¥ ST &3

e AT A FRafRa frar fh safemra gepfa & farel & ansiid & adr &I gfe g1 & a1e, T9reT # Higls 991g 3@ &
oIy ® <1at SR TSI TG (SI¥ TRIT ARIST ShedToT I H STHT) & TTeT YT fHeh] R i ST Tehdl! &

“In view of the afore-referred judgments, perusing the report of the trial Court regarding amicable
settlement... this Court finds that quashing the FIR will accord a quietus to all disputes between the
parties and it is in the interest of both sides to bury the hatchet and lead a peaceful life. Thus, no useful

purpose would be served in continuing the proceedings...”
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HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA - 2025 Ha PHHC010486582025

Mihir Rajesh Shah v. State of Maharashtra
SUPREME COURT OF INDIA - 2025-11-06 + 2025 INSC 1288

g A IRTERT & T99 fIRTArY & SR (grounds of arrest) i foif@d gamm &3 di siardar & d&fid &1 adatea =marera &
fAofa & fs Article 22(1) & dgd ag Ues Hiferas SifdepR & 3R 58 hael fiu=nRerdT T8l AT ST YehdT| TREAR aafarT el ShT
T H 3 areft v 7 foifed w0 & snuR gt s sifard 81 dhaet srameror uRfRfaat 7, et fafea gamm gia &
AR 7 g, oy Fifch U § SMYR 1 ohelt 8, Afch I8 RHTS FHRIATE! & T T HH af 6 Uge forfea ufa & ghft sa
UfehaT a1 Ut A et R RO sraer A1t St | <amarera 3 o e o g araem ot stortef &R 994 9 & ar] giar 8|

Frofa  FaTed ATATAd = T3h GoeAT 3R ATRars! ¥ Hid (BNS 3R #iex a9 rfAa# & dgd) o 7R Amet & daof 7 oft
T foha foh SIRIYY i Rt & ww7a 38 forfed # uR |1 Uk sifard gt smasaehd g e Seeiad IRERY

a8l

“FIR No. 378/2024 was registered at Worli Police Station under the relevant provisions of Bharatiya
Nyaya Sanhita, 2023 (“BNS 2023"), and the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988... challenge against the legality of
arrest... Whether in each and every case... would it be necessary to furnish grounds of arrest to an

accused either before arrest or forthwith after arrest...”

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA - 2025 Hd ESCRO10005712025

Naranbhai Rupabhai Mata v. State of Gujarat

HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT - 2012-03-20 - CR.MA/11495/2009

g HHAT Goh TS gre 4 Hafdd & fSa Gon gop Uetest ¥ 12 @il &Y 7g 81 718 ot ofR &g 3= 91t 81 7Y &1 gfer = gah areieh
& QT FIR &St &, Afche a1g & g o Hiferes (SiTaeen) aht oft STRITY &1 foram a1 3= =marer 3 uran fa FIR & HAtferes & fRemh
fereht off SToRTfReR i et SIRIT 8T AT T AT 3R WR <8 dfgar a1 Atex arge sifafas & agd Afeies &R 'vicarious
liability' @ fRigia @] 781 giaT Rilfch Ig GHeAT oh THA TS ol Il T AT| AT = 71T o 311deeh o fGATh hig A8 g1
a1 & 3fR FIR &t 3TTaeeh o e § I o |

frofa  =ATATTT = TE foha foh Alex I rfafaes &Y 9T 134 & J8d gHeT & J16 1 ol RAifchaar dgradn 3k gfers Raifér
T Thied chadl dTelch UR ARL BIdT &, 3R Hifclch Sl TTeTeh o 39 hed oh [l SR FY F IR 61 SedT ST GehdT|

“Section 134 of the Motor Vehicles Act provides for duty of driver in case of accident and injury to a
person. In the facts of the present case, admittedly the applicant herein was not driving the vehicle in
question and as such, the said provision would also not be applicable qua the applicant herein... he
cannot be made vicariously liable for the criminal act on the part of the driver of the vehicle...”

HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT - 2012 |9 GJHC240367872009

Rohit Das v. The State and Others
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CALCUTTA HIGH COURT - 2025-03-12 -+ CRREXTNO/10/2025 (CRR/10/2025)

Ig ATHET Teh FIR @t 3E et il 1fenr & Tefd 8, St duft o @9-34 & opfAd aiRaregt & ool &oi dht 18 off | arfenterdt = dch
T o faare sifard &g @ amRes wepfa (civil in nature) @1 & Sk AfSEe 3 Section 156(3) Cr.P.C. (3T Section 175(3)
BNSS) & d&d 31T TR dhed T9 I e =181 fohaT | =amaTerd = g | foh FIR o7 S8 ST {[F el o folq T3 STURTY
(cognizable offence) @1 Tég TaT =T 8, 7 foh @it Feat v qr1 faror &A1 <ffes Stiwr aroft =1t @1 8 ofk =moisfie afe 78 g8 8,
IRTAT = 39 TR W FIR &l I e & SARR e &1 3R TTfIehT st @iiet e feam|

frofa  TTerd 3 fRYiRa forar fos & & dga STa do gford & ure T2 S7uRTY ol Tg GeT ahet arelt vt SR 8, e
e HTAfAhT & 3 AT S & it orafies Stra arft ot 181 gs 81

“The true test for a valid FIR, as laid down in Lalita Kumari, is only whether the information furnished
provides reason to suspect the commission of an offence... Requirements of Section 157 are higher than
the requirements of Section 154 of the Criminal Procedure Code... refuses the prayer for quashing at this
stage.”

CALCUTTA HIGH COURT - 2025 Fa WBCHCPO0O01852025

Guru Swain v. State of Odisha

ORISSA HIGH COURT - 2025-10-16 - CRLMC/1621/2025

g ATHAT SATORTAh HRIATE! hl € ehe i ATRIehT T TS g1 ATiRIchehd s = deh T s fdrere wes AmRes faamg (civil dispute)
& SHRUT ITF gl T, fO e @i gwaaty & Aread @ Wigrayuof & @ gersn forar man g1 fRepradendat 3 +ff oy o aifee e
HIIATEY Y ST 7 TG hl ST e i & | R = At & uRfRAfaT ofik a1 uedl & ffa Tweia & 3ad gy, arr 296 R 76
% dgd STURTH i IE e faT| I STuRTel & Hae H, AT = el ol Taifdd gl ahid | Section 359 of the B.N.S.S., 2023 &
TEd ST TS TR e Y srAfa & 81

frofa  ISIHT = rATerd 3 vty far fos vetl # arafdes gerg 81 W, d et sl & digeaed (BNSS) i 9T 359 & dgd
gESar a7 TuRTe & oI THSiiar 3Mmdes SRR o Yahd 8, dT TR-THSIIAT T ITURTHY aht 3TETeld € e Jehd! &l

“Since the background of the present case is a civil dispute and that the same has been amicably
resolved... permitting to continue the present criminal proceeding would cause wastage of valuable
judicial time... So far other offences are concerned, the parties are granted liberty to approach the trial
court by filing an application under Section 359 of the B.N.S.S., 2023 for compounding...”

ORISSA HIGH COURT - 2025 g 0DHC010246532025

A TfHTOT

g T Vitark Al gRT Orasii-ier ®9 4 Iuetsy fHofal 3k Sumirendt o UsT & SR TR dOR fhar a1 §1 I8 chat Ra< grodT & fog § ik
ST TeTg (legal advice) =gt g1 frdlt off filing, opinion, a1 correspondence & IUTNT & & uget I+t case citations, holdings iR
quotations @t g fAufa (source judgment) & g W= ¥4 T T fohar ST AR |
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