
W THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BIIASPUR^C.IL

Crim. Rev. No. ^°j /2000

Applicants:

\^.^"..--"'^

^••y
,0^

..••^^..-

^'
/"

^-
^o'

"CF'0'OOo68b988

1. ICishan aged about 29 yrs.
S/o Rajkumar Aganval.

2. Rajkumar aged about 66 yrs.
S/o Kashiram Agarwal.

3. Shanker aged about 32 yrs.
S/o Rajkumar Agarwal.

4. Smt. Vimala Devi aged about 65

yrs. w/o Rajkumar Agarwal.

All residents of Tilda, Neora, Raipur,

Chhattisgarh.

VERSUS.

Non-applicant: State of Chhattisgarh, through Dist.

Magistrate, Raipur, Chhattisgarh..

Criminal Revision u/ss. 397 and 401 Code ofCriminal Procedure,
1973.
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Shri Bhi shma Kipg er , 1]

Dr < N ,&<»Shukla, learne<3

Heard,

Being aggrieved by tJ^

by the learned Special Jud^
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available in the record to

the pffence, therefore, th^

Learned counsel for 1
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^^the complaint made by

himself, _it is stated to
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So far as cause of death

the F.S.L^ report^ it
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Present is not a
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r^quired to be finally

of the trial.

to interfere. The peti-tion
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