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In S.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 15826/2025:-

1. Heard learned counsel for the parties and perused the
material available on the stay application.

2. The submissions made by learned counsel for the parties
reveal that it was the communication dated 08.07.2024 sent by
CEN Crime Police Station, East Division, Bengaluru City, to the

Manager of ICICI Bank i.e. respondent No.1 which led to the
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freezing of the bank account of the petitioner. An investigation in
pursuance to the complaint as mentioned in the said
communication is still pending and it is also not in dispute that the
amount credited in the bank account of the petitioner was
immediately withdrawn by the petitioner, reasons and justification
for which could not be explained.

3. Taking note of the fact that the investigation is still pending
and the amount involved has already been withdrawn by the
petitioner, in the peculiar facts and circumstances of the present
case, this Court is not inclined to grant any interim relief to the
petitioner, so as to defreeze the bank account of the petitioner
bearing Overdraft Account No.427005000703.

4. Accordingly, the stay application is dismissed, however, it is
observed that as the bank account of the petitioner was frozen in
pursuance to the communication dated 08.07.2024 and
substantial time has passed thereafter, it would be in the interest
of justice to expedite the investigation being carried out by the
investigating agencies and to arrive at the necessary conclusion at
the earliest.

5. List the matter after six weeks.

In S.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 16331/2025:-

1. Heard learned counsel for the parties and perused the
material available on the stay application.

2. Learned counsel for the respondent, at the very outset, has
drawn attention of this Court to the order dated 07.10.2025,

passed by Permanent Lok Adalat (Public Utility Services), Jaipur
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District, Jaipur in complaint No.72/2024 titled as Smt. Bina
Kumawat and Another Vs. ICICI Bank Ltd. and Others.

3. Smt. Bina Kumawat is the proprietor of the firm M/s.
Hodkashya Traders, which is the petitioner in the present writ
petition and it is for the very same transaction involved in the
present writ petition that this complaint was filed before the
Permanent Lok Adalat challenging the freezing of the bank
account of the petitioner.

4. The Permanent Lok Adalat has arrived at a detailed finding
while rejecting the said complaint made by the petitioner. Para 21

and 22 of the order dated 07.10.2025, reads as under:-

21, IR YRATYS A IHH UNd 1 & AHd feT-ufafes sga w1 w®
g o gfery Srggy™ Pl 81 s TS 3(afiie b  eifdd g1 B
9o &1 Tif@ © o 9 IR & aial &I TRar 9 o1 S/ b g7
SWId faae- & &gl § & gfera &1 foddt simuvifdes ama # RT 102
GUS YfehaT HfgdT a1 3§ ST ITy & 3Tid fhdl XBH B ol B Bl
3{Yd] HIs db WIdT SAT WIS H &1 HABR UK g | =D AfoRee Tl
AFT S ATTad B 39 UHR & 1A B geaad & 9dhd g |

22. 39 Uax0l H YHIYGRI, e AT HeRl & gRT AUHR &7 I S8
SR 39 UHR S Hdle! FI &I 15, 39 d16d 395 gRI 39 g H
DIy VUG WEIDHRU TR ol fbar a1 o1l Wi uRkfufadt § ag
graTerd Ifad THET § fb 30 <y gR1 9fd uF Ud yMIfeRy, gfer
YT okl &1 oird Rafe feAid 15.05.2024 79 WHIHR0 & Ui Sa=
ey HeTHeRI® SIAQR ISR ®I SIdrg S 39 I8 S{U&T & Sl
g % d 39 Fola & ver & IRi®! @ 39 USRU $I O B IR 59
g H fF A8 & HidR aarEs Ruic uegd a1

5. Learned counsel for the petitioner, Mr. Aditya Chaudhary, has
made a specific submission that in para 17 of the said order, it has
been specifically held that the Permanent Lok Adalat lacks

jurisdiction to entertain any complaint with respect to freezing of
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the bank account and thus, the said order dated 07.10.2025
cannot be read against the petitioner.

6. It is a trite law that no document can be read in piecemeal
and on a holistic reading of the said order, it is more than
apparent that the Permanent Lok Adalat has considered the aspect
threadbare and thus, the findings arrived at by Permanent Lok
Adalat in the order dated 07.10.2025 cannot be ignored.

7. Further, the reply submitted by respondent - Bank also
reveals that the transactions with respect to the deposit of the
amount and the immediate withdrawal thereafter were suspicious
in nature in respect of which, the investigation is in process and
thus, passing an order with respect to defreezing of such a bank
account may adversely impact the ongoing investigation.

8. Accordingly, this Court is not inclined to pass any interim
directions on the stay application and the same is accordingly
dismissed, however, it is observed that as the bank account of the
petitioner was frozen in pursuance to the cyber complaint dated
22.02.2024 and substantial time has passed thereafter, it would
be in the interest of justice to expedite the investigation being
carried out by the investigating agencies and to arrive at the
necessary conclusion at the earliest.

9. List the matter after six weeks.

(ANUROOP SINGHI),J
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