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Affidavit-of-service filed on behalf of the petitioner is

taken on record.

Learned advocate representing the petitioner alleges
breach of contractual obligation at the instance of the
private respondents. A complaint was lodged before the
concerned police authority. However, steps have not

been taken.

Learned advocate representing the State respondents
has opposed this writ petition and it is submitted that

no cognizable offence is found to have been committed.

Having considered the respective submissions made on
behalf of the parties, it is found that petitioner can
approach jurisdictional Magistrate under Section 175(3)

of BNSS, 2023.

In this regard reliance is placed on the judgment of the

Hon’ble Supreme Court reported in (2007) 6 SCC 171



(Aleque Padamsee and others vs. Union of India and

others).

Hence, present writ petition is not entertained and same

stands dismissed.

Urgent photostat certified copy of the order, if applied for

be given to the parties upon usual undertakings.

(SAUGATA BHATTACHARYYA, J.)
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