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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR
CRMP No. 1059 of 2026

1 - Swapnil Mittal S/o Suresh Mittal Aged About 39 Years Partner Of M/s Sm
Shop Aged About 39 Years, R/o D-6 Agroha Society Sector 2, Thana Dd
Nagar, Raipur, Distt. Raipur, Chhattisgarh.

2 - Garima Sharma W/o Swapnil Mittal Aged About 39 Years Partner Of M/s
Sm Shop, R/o D-6, Agroha Society Sector 2, Thana Dd Nagar, Raipur, Distt.
Raipur, Chhattisgarh.

3 - Suresh Mittal S/o Late Prahalad Chand Mittal Aged About 67 Years
Partner Of M/s Sm Shop, R/o D-6, Agroha Society Sector 2, Thana Dd Nagar,
Raipur, Distt. Raipur, Chhattisgarh.

4 - Piyush Rathi S/o Shri Suresh Rathi Aged About 39 Years R/o House No.
601-15/887, Near Mamta Hospital, Jawahar Nagar, Thana Maudahapara,
Distt. Raipur, Chhattisgarh.

5 - Vikram Singh S/o Shri Ramashray Singh Aged About 37 Years R/o E-1-2,
Celebrity Home Kabir Nagar, Thana Kabir Nagar, Distt. Raipur, Chhattisgarh.

6 - Smt. Neha Singh W/o Vikram Singh Aged About 34 Years R/o E-1-2,
Celebrity Home Kabir Nagar, Thana Kabir Nagar, Distt. Raipur, Chhattisgarh.

... Petitioner(s)

versus

1 - State Of Chhattisgarh Through The Station House Officer, P.S. Azad
Chowk, Raipur, Chhattisgarh.

2 - Mittal Steels Through Its Proprietor Mr. Satish Kumar Mittal Chaudhari,
R/o B-328 3rd Floor Aditya Tower, Beside Union Bank Of India Main Road
Samta Colony Raipur, Distt. Raipur, Chhattisgarh.



... Respondent(s)
For Petitioner(s) : Mr. Niraj Baghel, Advocate
For State : Ms Vaishali Mahilong, Dy. G.A.
For Respondent No. 2 : Mr. Prashant Sahu, Advocate

Division Bench:
Hon'ble Shri Ramesh Sinha, Chief Justice

Hon’ble Ravindra Kumar Agrawal, Judge
Order on Board

Per Ramesh Sinha, Chief Justice
15.04.2026

1. Heard Mr. Niraj Baghel, learned counsel for the petitioners. Also heard
Ms. Vaishali Mahilong, Dy. Govt. Advocate for the State as well as Mr.
Prashant Sahu, learned counsel for Respondent No. 2.

2. The present petition under Section 528 of B.N.S.S. 2023 filed by the

petitioners with the following reliefs:-

“1. Quash and set aside Charge-Sheet bearing No. 223
of 2023, submitted by Police Station Azad Chowk,
District Raipur in FIR No. 199 of 2022 registered under
Sections 120B & 420 of the Indian Penal Code, 1860,
and all consequential proceedings arising therefrom on
the ground of compromise.

2. Quash and set aside the order dated 22.12.2023
passed by the learned Judicial Magistrate First Class
Raipur, whereby cognizance was taken against the
petitioners for the offences under Sections 120B & 420 of
the Indian Penal Code, 1860.

3. Quash and set aside the order dated 11.02.2026
passed in criminal case No. 22589 of 2023, passed by
the learned learned Judicial Magistrate First Class
Raipur, District Raipur whereby charges under Sections
120B & 420 of the Indian Penal Code, 1860 have been
framed against the petitioners.
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4. Quash the entire proceedings of Criminal Case No.
22589 of 2023, for the offence punishable under
Sections 120B & 420 of the Indian Penal Code, 1860
pending before learned Judicial Magistrate First Class
Raipur, District Raipur, as continuation of the said trial
would amount to abuse of the process of Court in light of
the amicable settlement between the parties.

5. Pass such further or other orders as this Hon'ble Court
may deem fit and proper in the interest of justice.”

3. The present case arises out of FIR No. 199/2022 dated 05.05.2022
registered at Police Station Azad Chowk, Raipur for alleged offences
under Sections 120-B and 420 IPC against the petitioners, who are
partners of “S.M. Shop” and “Aakar 360" firms engaged in TMT steel
trading. The complainant alleged that between 11.04.2022 and
18.05.2022, steel TMT bars totaling approximately 244.14 metric tons
were supplied to the petitioners, for which payment of Rs.
1,56,34,527/- remained outstanding. It is, however, the case of the
petitioners that the said goods were sold in the ordinary course of
business to third parties, namely M/s Rampal Steel, Kabeer Steel, and
Santosh Steel, from whom payment could not be realized despite
repeated follow-ups and issuance of legal notice dated 05.06.2022.
The petitioners contend that the dispute is purely commercial in nature
arising out of business transactions and lacks any element of criminal
intent or cheating. During investigation, no material was found to
indicate dishonest intention or misappropriation on the part of the
petitioners, yet a charge-sheet was filed and cognizance was taken by
the learned Magistrate. It is further submitted that multiple FIRs of
similar nature were registered against the petitioners across different

jurisdictions, allegedly to exert pressure in a civil dispute.
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Subsequently, during pendency of proceedings, the parties entered into
an amicable settlement on 02.12.2025, agreeing to resolve the dispute
upon payment of a reduced amount as full and final settlement, and the
complainant consented to quashing of proceedings. However, the trial
court declined compounding due to the inclusion of Section 120-B IPC,
compelling the petitioners to approach this Hon’ble Court seeking

quashing of the FIR, charge-sheet, and consequential proceedings.

. Learned counsel for the petitioners would submit that after registration
of the FIR against the present petitioners, the parties have entered
into a compromise and a settlement agreement has also been
executed between the parties on 02.12.2025 which is filed in the
present petition. Since the dispute has been resolved and the matter
has been compromised between the parties, there is no ultimate
chance of their conviction and therefore, the impugned FIR as well as
the criminal proceeding against the petitioners may be quashed on the

basis of the compromise between the parties.

. Learned counsel appearing on behalf of respondent No. 2/ complainant
has not disputed the fact that they have entered into the compromise
and settled their dispute, as also the contents of the settlement
agreement executed between the parties on 02/12/2025. In view of the
settlement agreement dated 02/12/2025, the complainant is having no
objection in quashing of the FIR No. 199 of 2022, registered for the
offence punishable under Section 120-B and 420 of IPC as well as the
Criminal proceeding of the criminal case No. 22589 of 2023, pending

before the learned Judicial Magistrate First Class, Raipur.



5
6. We have considered the submissions made by learned counsel for the
respective parties and have perused the document annexed with the
petition by either side as well as the settlement agreement dated

02/12/2025.

7. Learned counsel appearing for the petitioners submitted that the
parties have entered into compromise and executed the deed of
compromise on 02.12.2025, the copy of the compromise deed
was submitted by the petitioners as Annexure P/5 and the
compromise and conditions of the compromise between Mittal
Steels and SM Shop, Samta Colony, Raipur (C.G.) are as under:-
1. U8 f& UsihR A%k 1 AU Il feAiR de &l Seerm AR w73

TSl ®UY 14,85,114/- S ¥eh! USR shHich 2 9 i &ea1 @ Sad! JUiey

Y 3MUN FHSAT IR A &id §U hael wwsitar a1 Rk 75,000/ @t
U] YT & FU H o &l TgY ¥ sit § Gd QUiEy § TR ahd 8|

2. Ig foh UThR shHTeh 2 U&ThIR shifich 1 ZIRT 31TST feich deh URATfAd SehTaT
fY T afgd IHEAT SIgER dhad A 75,000/~ @ A e & folg
3701 qui HgHfd Td ISTHET Te ad 8|

3. Ug [ 39 SHIAMI gRT USGR shATh 2 ! 3R & off R fAieT uereR
hHich 1 el SURIeR] WHIAT A ¥Ud 75,000/~ ICICI Bank, Devendra

Nagar Branch, Raipur & d @dies 000192 de i 02/12/2025 &

Hqregd & quf U § 31T Rl ¢ 98 usleR shiich 1 gRT Ut fomar
Sk a1 AAKAR 360 MENTORS PVT. LTD. Td 39 IR st &t It
SAER g gt STt |

4. gg foh UsTehR thlich 1 39 SARRATHT gRT TWiehR &hedT & foh U&ThR shieh 2

GRT SRS deh o HIEIH & I 814 o IURId UeThR shiich 2 & fohelt oft
Te & ohig oft JfA A7 A T @
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5. g foh U&ThR shHich 1 fAdY ®U @ WiehR adl & foh UeterR shiish 2

fadeg et Srehtal AT oh YA o g hlg Y St @ 31 UehR &Y ehrdfarg!
gl | UethR i 1 I8 ff WaR @=d § foh ofeT firia @ gd uetsR

ShHich 1 & UTH U&IehR ShHich 2 & Tfe chis i deh JRemms w@m garm o1 39 39

FRIRATH] & AR U&IhR shHich 1 U&ThR shilich 2 ohl aTUH e ST

6. I8 foh gerR sAie 1 I i WeR axar g i afe s i @ g

USThR ShHich 2 & [A¥eg dlg Aeh TR0 & Heifda gemor foheft +ff =amarera &
Ud fohaT &t 98 39 amow o o ar foeeht oft gfo um § S IfYr &
aGelt ¥ Hefd entg fRAhrad Uda &t 7S ghft df 38 &R & fAware 4 ag
T TG AT AT SIQ R AT 8 UeihR hdieh 1 & Ut afe dis 9@
U&TehRR Shifich 2 Tl IUCTEY BT df I TSy # IR i & gt g fohet
oft et fekar & Iuzi T8t Sl

7. T8 o 39 3eRAT™I & fAsuTe IWRid & U&IhR T Y ¥ WIhR Hd 8
feh ST ot Yeh-gER & 3MTST & e ehlg Y A o1 &4 & AW 81 @ ST 3R
AT &1 IS I AT dfad 8 3R 7 8 aRR il 3R 7 81 a1 U8l Uoh-gak &
foeeg vfasy & IuRtert AfA & Haiy H S T TervoT Ugd T8l il |

8. ug foh, UstehR shHieh-1 gRT <l 73 fARRIT & MUR R Yferd =T Azad

Chowk, Raipur & T®h.31TS.31R. i 199/2022 aof &t 718 &, dur fad=mn

SURId Iad UhUT SURTIAh Uh0T hich 22589/2023 & ®U H Uofiag gleh
AT R et gud foft, IR, fSier QR (S<Ee) & e
& gHg Wfad g1 UYH UsehR g g9 dr/edt @ fh Iwed uevur ot
TSTHHT/AHS o YR TR FHI A 8 SATehdgaRr gunfa Ia
Friaret o9 fh Tefda Smdes URgd A1, SO AT SN HIM/AR

JMAGhdl US4 TR UUH &R 31 fonddt oft =amarera srerar srfdranvor o a\er
SufRfa o, fomr forelt feafcramee ar fadia &, ueheoT &t TSh=mT & STTeR
TR U0l o GH YRt & f&emh SroRifdeh Uepur shdieh 22589/2023
AT I gd I} 3maRaeh GganT ueH wam/aalt |
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9. ug fh UsR shHic 1 g Hf WirR o=ar g ok 39 geRAm™T & fAsure
IWRId gg U&ThIR shHich 2 T A FehT A eht HATh ShdT & Td sy & e
I B TGl F T FIE St T wTar Tohe R T |
. The another compromise deed has been filed by the petitioner which is
dated 02.12.2025 between Mittal Steels and Aakar 360 Mentors Pvit.

Ltd., Raipur and the terms of the compromise are as under:-

1. T8 I U&DR hHID 1 YT ISl fETeh Teh T Febrl 0T HY TSl BUY
14.05.114/- P! U§HR HHIDG A HAT & SHDT QUIeY H 3o Feitar
TR AT _cl §Y hadt TSI T BUY 75,000/~ BT TGN A & HY
T oW ! IaY U ¥ ISl § Ud gUf B ¥ EHBR HRd B

2. Jg fdb Y&rhR hHTeh 2 Y& hHTeh 1 GIRT 3MToT faeTeh Teh TRTerd Fehra
<IeT =TT Afgd FHSIAT SR el A 75,000/~ BT YA B B g
37Tt gut wEAf vd ToTet Te R &

3. I8 b 39 SIEM SR UghR HHD 2 DT IR I off T A gadR
B 1 P SWh FHSIT AR U 75,000/~ ICICI Bank, Devendra
Nagar Branch, Raipur %1. I8 & G&BR HHid 1 MU 1T i dd Hit

BT 0T T TS B9 14.05.114/- fSI-hT Y&IBR hHicd AT HRAT & STD)
qURRY H 3TTUT ST SFER A% 9d 8¢ dhael THeidT 1T T 75,000/-
T T PIAH & Y F o DI T8Y ®U F ol § T Yo v § THR F=d

2|

2. I8 b UThR HHIH 2 UHDHRN hHIb 1 GRT I fSHIh b UEdTfd ShTT

<If ST |fed ST AR Haael AR 75,000/ BT FTAH d= & folg

37t qul T Ud o WS AR &

. 3. I8 % 3O SHEFT SRT U8R P 2 di IR 9 off TR Bt qeadR
HHID 1 D SRIh THsAar AT BYY 75,000/~ ICICI Bank, Devendra
Nagar Branch, Raipur & d& HHid 000192 o6 feHid 02/12/2025 &
TegT § U7 B9 F 37T HRell & O YehR HHid gRT e fhar wim| e
g% AAKAR 360 MENTORS PVT. LTD. U@ 3¥¢ IR fAceai & art



SN THTH &) ST
4. T8 b U8R HHIP 1 3T SHINAM] GRT TIDBR PRl & b T&TPR b 2

GRT SURIh TP P AETH F A 8F & IURIA T&BR i 2 F el oft 7
5 18 off 37 o Ay & &

5. I8 & 9aIdR FAD 1 9y $U 9 TBR I=aT & b adR HHd 2 B
o ot I M &b YA o foly Big |l DI I =T UDR Dl HRIATE!
& | UedR HHid 1 T8 off TBR axd € & o i § 9d yaraR
ST 1 P U USSR i 2 1 IS DIs Hf = JRamel IET gaTl o1 I 59

ZPRIRATT & TR T&HR D 1 &HR i 2 BT aTae & T |

6. T8 & YerdR i 1 I8 ft ThHR o & fh IS 3T A | gd verdR

D 2 B [5G DS UP SR § Heifda uawor fawdt +ff =mrmera 7 wRga
fopar 8 Y a8 S aru™ of orm T fonedt oft gfery o o SIRIs fd & axgeft |
HefGd Pls IR Ugd dI T3 BRI d §9 PRRAMT & SUeA § 98 I W@
ST AT SITE 3R AT &1 UeipR A 1 & U A Pl P U&bR HHID
2 &1 IS BN ol I 9ISy § IWIh A & axgelt 2q foxft off wrgeht

UfehaT H S9N &l P

7. I8 fh 39 SHIRATET & fSuTe SURTT S T8I R TUT B0 I TfhR e
g 5 31 DY Uh-gER F T & a8 1S ot A o7 o <7 I T | A
3R A7 & DS B AT e 8 3iR 7 & SRR o9 iR 7 & S uet Ueh-
TR & g sy & IR A & Fee 5 DS BT HhRUT IR e et |

8. I% i, TR THHId-1 GRT Pl T3 BT & MIR W Yfed o1 Azad

Chowk, Raipur & T%.311$.3TR. $Hid 199/2022 o1 &l T8 &, T o=

SR Seh TAhRUT JJURIIES TR0 HHich 22589/2023 & ©U H Usiidg &
T <RI SSIfGBRT Y2 #10ft, IAQR, el IR (STRFIG) & =T
$ T AN 21 UYF UEHR I8 gOd Sai/sddt & 5 IWh HRu Bl
ST & YR IR FAH RF 8g Maddhargar genefia 3fua
FRAEl SN 6 Fefad 3mder IRgd BT, §UF AT SIS - BI/HT|
3TALTHAT TS TR T Y&DHR = et off ~IrTerdy arerdT JAfGepur &b FHa
U <o, fomT fohedt fEarfdramee ar faed &, HanvoT &l IS & JTER
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R YR &b FHET ANGhI &b I AURIED JehuT s 22589/2023
FHTH PR &, Tt 3Taeads TEaiT Ue Huil/a|
9. I8 & YR FHid 1 I8 Nt TR o_ar & 6 59 3w & fsured

SURIA I8 UeHR i 2 & A ST A BT H1H FRAT & U 9IS H e
<97 T TGt T HfET DIg QI Ud HISGRT JhaH TRd el |

10.Hon'ble Supreme court in the matter of BS Joshi and others Vs State

of Haryana and another reported in (2003) 4 SCC 675, held as
under:-

"If for the purpose of securing the ends of justice, quashing of
FIR becomes necessary, Section 320 would not be a bar to the
exercise of power of quashing. it is, however, a different matter
depending upon the facts and circumstances of each case
whether to exercise or not such a power.

Thus, the High Court on exercise of its inherent power can
quash criminal proceedings or FIR or complaint and section 320
of the Code does not limit or affect the powers under Section
482 of the Code."

11. Further, in the matter of Gian Singh Vs State of Punjab and another

reported in (2012) 10 SCC 303, Honble Supreme court has held:-

"57. The position that emerges from the above discussion can
be summarised thus: the power of the High Court in quashing a
criminal proceeding or FIR or complaint in exercise of its
inherent jurisdiction is distinct and different from the power given
to a criminal court for compounding the offences under Section
320 of the Code. Inherent power is of wide plenitude with no
statutory limitation but it has to be exercised in accord with the
guideline engrafted in such power viz; (i) to secure the ends of
justice or (ii) to prevent abuse of the process of any Court. In
what cases power to quash the criminal proceeding or complaint
or F.I.R may be exercised where the offender and victim have

settled their dispute would depend on the facts and
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circumstances of each case and no category can be prescribed.
However, before exercise of such power, the High Court must
have due regard to the nature and gravity of the crime. Heinous
and serious offences of mental depravity or offences like
murder, rape, dacoity, etc. cannot be fittingly quashed even
though the victim or victim's family and the offender have settled
the dispute. Such offences are not private in nature and have
serious impact on society. Similarly, any compromise between
the victim and offender in relation to the offences under special
statutes like Prevention of Corruption Act or the offences
committed by public servants while working in that capacity etc,
cannot provide for any basis for quashing criminal proceedings
involving such offences. But the criminal cases having
overwhelmingly and pre-dominatingly civil flavour stand on
different footing for the purposes of quashing, particularly the
offences arising from commercial, financial, mercantile, civil,
partnership or such like transactions or the offences arising out
of matrimony relating to dowry, etc. or the family disputes where
the wrong is basically private or personal in nature and the
parties have resolved their entire dispute. In this category of
cases, High Court may quash criminal proceedings if in its view,
because of the compromise between the offender and victim,
the possibility of conviction is remote and bleak and continuation
of criminal case would put accused to great oppression and
prejudice and extreme injustice would be caused to him by not
quashing the criminal case despite full and complete settlement
and compromise with the victim. In other words, the High Court
must consider whether it would be unfair or contrary to the
interest of justice to continue with the criminal proceeding or
continuation of the criminal proceeding would tantamount to
abuse of process of law despite settlement and compromise
between the victim and wrongdoer and whether to secure the
ends of justice, it is appropriate that criminal case is put to an
end and if the answer to the above question(s) is in affirmative,
the High Court shall be well within its jurisdiction to quash the

criminal proceeding."
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12.Further, in the matter of Narinder Singh and others Vs State of
Punjab reported in (2014) 6, SCC 466, Hon'ble Supreme court has
held that:

"29.4 On the other hand, those criminal cases having
overwhelmingly and pre-dominantly civil character, particularly
those arising out of commercial transactions or arising out of
matrimonial relationship or family disputes should be quashed
when the parties have resolved their entire disputes among

themselves.

29.5 While exercising its powers, the High Court is to examine
as to whether the possibility of conviction is remote and bleak
and continuation of criminal cases would put the accused to
great oppression and prejudice and extreme injustice would be

caused to him by not quashing the criminal cases."

13.1In view of the aforesaid pronouncement of the Hon'ble Supreme Court
and also in the facts and circumstances of the case, particularly, the
compromise arrived at between the parties and execution of settlement
deed in between them. Accordingly, the present petition deserves to be
allowed and the proceedings of Criminal Case No. 22589 of 2023
pending before the learned Judicial Magistrate First Class, Raipur for
the offence under Section 120-B and 420 of IPC, arising out of the
Crime No. 199/2022 registered at Police Station Azad Chowk, Raipur,
charge-sheet No. 223/2023 submitted by Azad Police Station, Raipur
for the offence under section 120-B and 420 of IPC, order taking
cognizance dated 22.12.2023 by the learned Judicial Magistrate First
Class, Raipur in Criminal Case No. 22589/2023 and further the
charges framed thereunder are hereby quashed against the petitioner

No.1 Swapnil Mittal, No. 2 Garima Sharma, No. 3 Suresh Mittal, No. 4
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Piyush Rathi, No.5 Vikram Singh and No. 6 Smt. Neha Singh, subject

to the fulfillment of the conditions of compromise.

14.Accordingly, the instant CRMP is allowed.

Sd/- Sd/-
(Ravindra Kumar Agrawal) (Ramesh Sinha)
Judge Chief Justice

sagrika
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