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“In view of above, the writ petition is allowed.

Impugned order dated 14.04.2011 is set aside and

matter is remanded back to revisional Court to pass a

fresh order considering the complaint as well as
statements recorded under Sections 200 and 202
Cr.P.C. and also taking note of the judgment passed
by Supreme Court in Lalankumar Singh and others vs.
State of Mahrashtra, 2022 SCC OnLine SC 1383.
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