IN THE COURT OF suB DIVISION
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Date Orders passed by Magistrate with signature,

Remarks
01.05.2025

Case called out, Accused persons namely (1) Diwakar
Kumar and (2) Prabhakar Kumar are present. The record is at the

stage of order on discharge petition filed on 17.04.2025 by the

defence and the copy has been supplied to the complainant’s
advocate Sri Ashok Kumar Sinha,

Heard the Ld. Advocate Sri Ram Prakash Kumar Ambashta
on behalf of accused person. A discharge petition has been filed on
behalf of accused persons, copy of such petition is supplied to
complainant’s advocate. It is further stated that there is no objection
to the complainant’s side and prayed that since there is no material to
frame charges, so the accused petitioners deserve discharge in this
case. No one turned up for complainant.

Perused the record. On perusal this Court finds that prima
facie case was made out under section 498A of IPC and section 4 of
Dowry Prohibition Act against both the accused persons. From
12.12.2023, this record ran for before charge evidence, but during
this period, the complainant remained absent and she did not
produced any witnesses. The before charge evidence closed on
02.01.2025. The accused pressed the discharge petition on
30.04.2025, in such petition, the counsel of complainant has
endorsed ‘no objection’. The Ld. Counsel of complainant appeared
before the court on the court’s direction and submitted his no
objection on the discharge petition.

Here, the complainant failed to produce any before charge
evidence. The Ld. Advocate of complainant has also shown no

objection to the discharge petition and it appears from the order sheet

that complaint has no interest in this case since no pairvy has been




