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HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR RAJASTHAN
BENCH AT JAIPUR

S.B. Criminal Miscellaneous (Petition) No. 3863/2018

Proposer Universal Pvt. Ltd, F-9, Avad Tower, Near Fortune Hotel,
150 Ft. Ring Road, Rajkoat, 360005, Through Its Director Ankit
R. Vagadiya.

----Accused/Petitioner

Versus
1. State Of Rajasthan, Through PP
2. M/s Jyoti Industries, 130-A Riico Industrial Area, Palsana,

Through Indarjeet Singh, Partner, Sikar Raj.

3. Indrajeet Singh, Partner 130-A, Riico Industrial Area,
Palsana Sikar, Raj.

----Complainant/Respondents

For Petitioner(s) :  None

For Respondent(s) :  Mr. Sudesh Saini, PP
Mr. Gopal Sharma, for complainant

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE GANESH RAM MEENA

Order

20/05/2026

1. This misc. petition is filed by the accused petitioner u/S 482
CrPC with a prayer to quash the FIR No. 19/2018 registered on
02.02.2018 at Police Station Ranoli, District Sikar for offences
punishable u/S 420 & 406 IPC.

2. No one is present on behalf of the accused petitioner. Earlier
on 11.02.2025, 04.11.2025 and 07.05.2026, when the case was
taken up for hearing, neither the accused petitioner nor his
counsel appeared.

3. This misc. petition is pending before this Court since
11.07.2018 and due to interim order dated 23.07.2018, whereby

the further proceedings arising out of the FIR was stayed. The
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Court is deciding this misc. petition on its merits in absence of the
accused petitioner or his counsel.

3. Learned counsel for the complainant submits that the
accused petitioner has taken money in the pretext of installation
of the machine, however, the complete installation of the machine
has not been made by the accused petitioner and hence with an
intent to cheat him, the accused petitioner has dishonestly taken
huge money.

4.  On going through the contents of the FIR and the allegations
made therein so also the details given in the factual report
submitted by the learned Public Prosecutor which is taken on
record, this Court is not inclined to exercise the inherent
jurisdiction to quash the FIR.

5.  Accordingly, this misc. petition is dismissed.

6. Stay application as well as pending application/s, if any, also

stand/s disposed.

(GANESH RAM MEENA),J

Gaurav Srivastava/22



