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ITEM NO.63               COURT NO.5               SECTION II

               S U P R E M E  C O U R T  O F  I N D I A
                       RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.)  No(s).  5454/2020

(Arising out of impugned final/interim judgment and order dated
21-09-2020 in CRLM Application u/s 482 No. 12606/2020 passed by the
High Court Of Judicature At Allahabad)

RAGHAV                                             Petitioner(s)
                                VERSUS

STATE OF UTTAR PRADESH & ANR.                      Respondent(s)
 
Date : 29-01-2024 This petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM : 
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ANIRUDDHA BOSE
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SANJAY KUMAR

For Petitioner(s)  Mr. Amit Anand Tiwari, Sr. Adv.
                   Ms. Shakun Sharma, AOR
                   Ms. Devyani Gupta, Adv.
                   Ms. Tanvi Anand, Adv.
                   Ms. Saushriya Havelia, Adv.
                   Ms. Vatshala Chandra Chaturvedi, Adv.
                   Ms. Arjoo Rawat, Adv.                   
                   
For Respondent(s)   Mr. Ardhendumauli Kumar Prasad, Sr. A.A.G.
                   Mr. Vishnu Shankar Jain, AOR
                   Mr. Jitendra Kumar Tripathi, Adv.
                   

Mr. Shaad Anwar, Adv.
Ms. Shabnam, Adv.

                   Mr. Naresh Kumar, AOR                   

          UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
                             O R D E R

Heard learned senior counsel for the petitioner and the State.

The  petitioner  has  come  up  against  an  order  of  the  Chief

Judicial Magistrate, Mainpuri, Uttar Pradesh taking cognizance of

offences on the basis of a complaint made under Section 156(3) of

the  Code  of  Criminal  Procedure,  1973  and  subsequent  issue  of

summons. The offence alleged against him relates to death of his
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wife. The complainant is the mother of the deceased.

Main case of the petitioner is that the petitioner’s wife had

died at the time of child birth because of excessive bleeding.

There are allegations also of physical violence (beating up of the

deceased lady) against him. The petitioner’s case is that there is

no material to show his involvement in the death of his wife. 

We, however, do not think the High Court had committed any

error in not quashing the proceeding at the threshold stage. 

With these observations, the present petition is dismissed,

along with pending application(s), if any.

(NIRMALA NEGI)                                  (VIDYA NEGI)
COURT MASTER (SH)                            ASSISTANT  REGISTRAR
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