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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 

+  CRL.M.C. 3164/2026, CRL.M.A. 12815/2026 

 MR SHALAB SRIVASTAV DIRECTOR       .....Petitioner 

Through: Mr. Arvind Kumar Shukla, Mr. 

Nihal Ahmad, Mr. Vishal and Mr. 

Neena Shukla, Advocates. 

 

    versus 

 

 MR ARVIND KUMAR ADUKIA & ANR.   .....Respondents 

Through: Mr. Rishabh Wadhwa, Mr. Raghav 

Goyal Mr. Vatsal, Advocates. 

 CORAM: 

 HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SAURABH BANERJEE 

    O R D E R 

%    24.04.2026 

CRL.M.A. 21816/2026 (for exemption) 
 

1. Allowed, subject to all just exceptions. 

2. The application is disposed of. 

CRL.M.C. 3164/2026 & CRL.M.A. 12815/2026 (Stay) 

3. By virtue of the present petition under Section 528 of the Bharatiya 

Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita, 2023, the petitioner seeks quashing of CC 

No.1862/2019 pending before the learned JMFC (NI Act), Patiala House 

Courts, New Delhi and all proceedings arising therefrom. 

4. Issue notice.  

5. Learned counsel for the respondents accepts notice. At the outset, 

he submits that the present petition per se is not maintainable since the 

very same petitioner has also filed a revision petition challenging the order 

dated 27.03.2025 passed by the learned JMFC in the aforesaid case, which 
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is pending before the learned Sessions Court.  

6. In response thereto, learned counsel for the petitioner submits that 

since the said order dated 27.03.2025 has not been challenged before this 

Court by way of the present petition, instead what is sought is quashing of 

the entire complaint itself. As such, pendency of the said revision petition 

before the learned Sessions Court is no bar against the present petition.  

7. In any event, keeping in view the nature of the facts and disputes 

involved, the parties are hereby called upon to file their respective written 

synopsis instead of reply/ rejoinder not exceeding five pages, giving a 

chronological list of dates and events and relevant documents, if any, 

alongwith duly highlighted judgments setting out the propositions of law 

therein, they wish to rely upon at least one week prior to the next date of 

hearing. Written synopsis shall also include the assertions, if any, qua 

maintainability of the present petition.  

8. Renotify on 16.09.2026. 

 

  

SAURABH BANERJEE, J 

AAPRIL 24, 2026/NA 
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