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1. The petitioners herein have prayed for quashing of 

proceeding being G.R. Case No. 866/2026 under Sections 

85/115(2)/351(2)/3(5) of the Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita, 

2023 presently pending before learned Additional Chief 

Judicial Magistrate, Haldia. 

2. Being aggrieved by the instant proceeding, learned 

Counsel for the petitioners submits that on perusal of the 

complaint it is apparent that there are no specific 

allegations against the petitioners and the instant case has 

been maliciously instituted due to gross misunderstanding 

wherein the petitioners were wrongly implicated.  However, 

learned Counsel appearing on behalf of the opposite party 

and learned Counsel appearing for the petitioners submit 

that dispute between the parties is basically matrimonial 
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and private in nature and they have amicably settled the 

disputes at the intervention of the well wisher and friends.  

Therefore, learned Counsel appearing on behalf of the de 

facto complainant/opposite party, on instruction, submits 

that his client does not want to proceed further with the 

criminal proceeding in view of amicable settlement arrived 

at by and between the parties.  Therefore, learned Counsel 

appearing for both opposite party no. 2 and petitioners 

submit that further continuance of the impugned 

proceeding in view of amicable settlement would be mere 

abuse of the process of the Court.  They further seek leave 

to file a connected application recording amicable 

settlement. 

3. Heaving heard learned Counsel for the petitioners, the 

application is admitted. 

4. Petitioners are directed to serve a copy of application upon 

the State through the office of the learned Public 

Prosecutor, High Court, Calcutta who will bring the case 

diary on the next date. 

5. Let the matter be listed under the heading ‘To Be 

Mentioned’ on 25th June, 2026. 

6. Parties will be at liberty to file connected application, if 

any, in the meantime. 

 

 

    (Dr. Ajoy Kumar Mukherjee, J.) 


