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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH
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128
CWP-8157-2026
Date of Decision: 18.03.2026

ADITYA BANSAL AND ANOTHER
...Petitioners

Versus

STATE OF PUNJAB AND OTHERS
...Respondents
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE JAGMOHAN BANSAL

Present:-  Ms. R. K. Grewal, Advocate and
Mr. Deepanshu Meena, Advocate for petitioners

Mr. Aman Dhir, D.A.G., Punjab
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JAGMOHAN BANSAL, J. (ORAL)

1. The petitioners through instant petition under Articles 226/227 of
the Constitution of India are seeking direction to official respondents not to
harass them by holding repeated and multiple inquiries on the complaints

submitted by respondent No.7.

2. As per petitioners, they invested money in the project of
respondent Nos. 5 & 6. A dispute erupted between petitioners and respondent
Nos. 5 & 6. The private respondent submitted complaint against petitioner
before police authorities. The matter was inquired and FIR No.0145 dated
30.08.2023 under Sections 406 & 420 IPC was registered against respondents
No.5 and 6. The respondent Nos. 5 & 6 instituted civil suit against petitioners
seeking permanent injunction. The respondent Nos. 5 & 6 retired from

5’5’2%E0E3Pfg‘f’?ff’mid firm and respondent No. 7 submitted complaint dated 12.12.2022
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against the petitioners. They joined inquiry and tendered their statements. The
police authorities found them innocent and complaint was consigned to record
room. The respondent No.7 again filed a complaint. The respondent Nos. 3 &
4 pressurized them to settle the matter with respondent No. 7 as per his terms
and conditions. The respondent No. 5 approached this Court seeking quashing
of aforesaid FIR. This Court has stayed the proceedings pending before the trial

Court.

3. Learned State counsel on instructions from Mr. Jaswinder Singh,
ASI submits that second complaint filed against petitioners has been consigned

to record room, thus, petition has rendered infructuous.

4. Learned counsel for the petitioners does not dispute the aforesaid
statement.
5. In the wake of statement of both sides, the petition is dismissed as

having been rendered infructuous.

6. Pending Misc. application(s), if any, shall also stand disposed of.
(JAGMOHAN BANSAL)
JUDGE
18.03.2026
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Whether speaking/reasoned | Yes/No
Whether reportable Yes/No
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