
R/CR.MA/7314/2022                                                                                      ORDER DATED: 14/08/2025

IN THE HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT AT AHMEDABAD

R/CRIMINAL MISC.APPLICATION (FOR QUASHING & SET ASIDE
FIR/ORDER) NO.  7314 of 2022

With 
R/CRIMINAL MISC.APPLICATION NO. 7322 of 2022

=====================================================
POOJA CHANDRA HIRANANDANI 

 Versus 
STATE OF GUJARAT & ANR.

=====================================================
Appearance:
MR NIRUPAM D NANAVATY with MR PREMAL S RACHH(3297) 
for the Applicant(s) No. 1
DHRUVIK K PATEL(7769) for the Respondent(s) No. 2
MR ZUBIN F BHARDA(159) for the Respondent(s) No. 2
MS DHWANI TRIPATHI ADDITIONAL PUBLIC PROSECUTOR for 
the Respondent(s) No. 1
=====================================================

CORAM:HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE NIRZAR S. DESAI
 

Date : 14/08/2025
 

COMMON ORAL ORDER

1. Heard  learned  Senior  Advocate  Mr.  Nirupam  D.

Nanavaty with learned advocate Mr. Premal Rachh

appearing  for  the  applicant  and  learned

Additional Public Prosecutor appearing for the

respondent No.1 – State and learned advocate Mr.

Zubin Bharda with learned advocate Mr. Dhruvik

Patel appearing for the respondent No.2. 

2. Both  learned  Senior  advocate  Mr.  Nirupam
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Nanavaty as well as learned advocate Mr. Zubin

Bharda have stated that There are, in fact, four

petitions arising out of two cross-complaints.

The  present  set  of  two  petitions  has  been

preferred by the accused persons in respect of

an  FIR  registered  by  one  Mitesh  Chaturbhai

Prajapati,  whereas,  in  respect  of  the  FIR

registered  by  the  present  applicant,  two

petitions have been filed by Mitesh Chaturbhai

Prajapati and the complainant, Jeetu Chandnani,

being Special Criminal Application No. 1974 of

2025.

3. These two petitions relate to the FIR registered

by  Jeetu  Chandnani,  whereas  Mitesh  Chaturbhai

Prajapati and Jeetu Chandnani have preferred two

separate  quashing  petitions,  being  Special

Criminal  Application  No.  1974  of  2025  and

Special Criminal Application No. 1975 of 2025,

in which one Subhash Swami is the complainant

and  is  also  the  petitioner  in  Criminal  Misc.

Application No. 7322 of 2022. According to the

learned counsels appearing for the parties, vide

Page  2 of  5



R/CR.MA/7314/2022                                                                                      ORDER DATED: 14/08/2025

order dated 07.04.2025 in CAV IA Judgment, the

present respondents were granted relief in the

nature of a direction that no coercive action be

taken against them till the final disposal of

the main matter.

4. Learned Senior Advocate Mr. Nirupam Nanavaty and

learned  Advocate  Mr. Zubin  Bharda  have  stated

that  all  four  petitions  arise  from  the  same

dispute, and a note will be filed by either side

before the Registry of this Court for tagging

all  four  matters  together.  In  the  meantime,

since both contesting parties intend to conduct

all  four  matters  together,  and  in  order  to

ensure  that  the  trial  against  the  present

applicants—who are presently without any relief

at the stage of issuance of notice—may not be

adversely affected, learned Senior Advocate Mr.

Nirupam Nanavaty submitted that this Court may

permit  the  present  applicants  to  seek

adjournment  before  the  trial  Court  until  all

four matters are clubbed together. Once all four

matters are heard together, the Court can pass
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appropriate orders. This relief shall be subject

to any further orders that may be passed in the

event  that  any  of  the  parties  faces  any

difficulty and moves an appropriate application.

5. Learned Advocate Mr. Zubin Bharda also could not

dispute the fact that all four petitions arise

out  of  the  same  dispute.  Therefore,  in  the

interest of justice, it would be appropriate if

all four matters are heard together, for which

either the present applicants or the applicants

in Special Criminal Application No. 1974 of 2025

and  Special  Criminal  Application  No.  1975  of

2025 shall move an application for clubbing.

6. Considering  the  above  consensus  arrived  at

between  the parties,  till  further  orders,  the

applicants are permitted to seek adjournment in

the ongoing trial before the concerned Court, if

required. In the event any such application for

adjournment is made, the trial Court is directed

to consider the same and grant adjournment in

view of the above consensus. Both parties are at
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liberty to move an application for vacating this

interim relief in case of any difficulty. Stand

over to 4.9.2025.  

(NIRZAR S. DESAI,J) 

Pallavi
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