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Applicants: 1. Kishan aged about 29 yrs.
S/o Rajkumar Agarwal.

2. Rajkumar aged about 66 yrs.

S/o Kashiram Agarwal. -
3. Shanker aged about 32 yrs.
AR S/o Rajkumar Agarwal.
Ny . ‘.
%0 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..
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' f . Criminal Revision u/ss. 397 and 401 Code of Criminal Procedure,
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Shrl Bhlshma Klnger learned counsel for petitioners.

[

Dr.N. K bhukla learnec,Dy.@dvccate General,for the State.

: Heard.

Belng aggrleved by tre order date§,9.10.2000, pessed

by the learned Special Judde (Atrocities);ﬁaipur,rin
_ Sessions Trial No.250/2000, the petitioners have filed -
this revision petition sqb@ip&ing thatethere'ie no evidence
’availabie*in fhe reccrd‘to‘find-that they have ccmmitted.
the pffence,'chefefOre, fhéy desefve to be discharged.:.'“
Leérhed counsel for ﬂhe petitioners eubmits that
the letters on which they 4re p1a01ng rellanceareln the

vhand—wrltlng of ﬁeceased Scndhya and as famlly members

,of the deceased ‘were demandlng % 2, OO OOO/- towards the
”marrlage expenses and 1n.the flrst post mortem report the
doctor did not give any oginion about cause of death, each

of the petitioners deServeﬂto be dlscnarged..A

Learned counsel for the State;hascepposedﬁthe SR e

'_vadmigsion;\\ |
v. , So far as tne 1etteef 1s concerned, the brcther of‘-
'\?tne deceased has clearly s1ated that the document 1s N
"fcrged‘or ;n any case_was Tesult of~cqer01on_and pressure.
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- £7 the COmpiaint»made by the‘petitione} - | |
himself;_it is stated. to theApoli;e that

Sciie anonymous ﬁ&rson was mgh;pg the}§§%ls'j - ‘€

-and on asging the namaﬁ_he was'aiﬁaQS g ' 2;

ﬁisébnnecting tﬂé phoﬁee It is not ‘said E

'Subbu.

in the letter/complaint fhat some particular

person or partigulér family

complainant side was making

Ve

member of the
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telephonic.calls,’”

~a case where facts are r¢

50 far.as cause of death

is concerned, from

the F.5.L. report,‘it woyld clearly appear that

in the visew® Aluminium PHRosphide was found.

Present is not a

evidence to support the ¢

appreciated at the concly

I find no reason

is diSmisseda

case where there is n§_ 
tharge, but/preSent is -
pquired to be finally
sion of the trial.

to interfere. The petition

Y

N t

Sd/- ‘
Ag. Chief Justice




