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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

CRMP No. 93 of 2026

1. Ramlakhan S/o Late Butul Aged About 60 Years R/o Village
Jamgala, P.S. Lakhanpur District- Surguja (C.G.)

2. Govardhan S/o Ramvriksha Aged About 44 Years R/o Village-
Saraswatipur, P.S.- Vishrampur, District- Surajpur (C.G.)

... Petitioner(s)
versus

1. State of Chhattisgarh Through- Police Station Odgi, District-
Surajpur (C.G.)

2. Smt. Manju Navik W/o Ramratan Aged About 27 Years R/o
Village- Kharra, Police Station- Odgi, District- Surajpur (C.G.)

...Respondent(s)

(Cause-title taken from Case Information System)

For Petitioners : Mr. Navneet Kumar Yadav, Advocate.
For Respondent/State : Mr. Shailendra Sharma, Panel Lawyer.

Hon'ble Shri Ramesh Sinha, Chief Justice

Hon'ble Shri Ravindra Kumar Agrawal, Judge

Order on Board

Per Ramesh Sinha, Chief Justice

19.01.2026

1. Heard Mr. Navneet Kumar Yadav, learned counsel for the
petitioners. Also heard Mr. Shailendra Sharma, learned Panel Lawyer,

appearing for the State/respondent No. 1.



2.

2

following prayers:

3.

“10.1 That, this Hon’ble Court may kindly be pleased
to call for entire records pertaining to the case of the
petitioners from Police Station — Odgi, District —
Surguja (C.G.).

10.2 That, this Hon’ble Court may kindly be pleased to
allow this instant petition and consequentially quash
the FIR bearing No. 18 of 2025 registered at Police
Station — Odgi, District Surajpur (C.G.) on dated
15.05.2025, for offence punishable under Section 85,
3(5) of Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita, 2023, further quash
charge-sheet (Challan) bearing No. 12 of 2025 dated
29.05.2025 (Annexure P/1) for offence punishable
under Section 85, 3(5) of Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita,
2023 and also quash the order taking cognizance
dated 05.07.2025 registering a criminal case No. 3318
of 2025 as well as the entire proceedings of the
criminal case No. 3381 of 2025 which is pending
before the learned Judicial Magistrate First Class,
Surajpur, District Surajpur (C.G.) against the petitioner
pursuant to the aforesaid charge-sheet, in the interest

of justice.

10.3 That, any other relief/order which may deem fit
and just in the facts and circumstances of the case, in

the interest of justice.”
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The present petition has been filed by the petitioners with the

Learned State Counsel submits that the present petition is not

maintainable, as the husband of the complainant/respondent No. 2 has

not been arrayed as a petitioner.

4.

On a pointed query being put by this Court to the learned counsel



._E.:IE
s

2026:CGHC:2925-DB
for the petitioners as to why the husband of the complainant/respondent

3

No. 2 has not been arrayed as a petitioner, despite the FIR having been
lodged against the husband, father-in-law (petitioner No. 1) and brother-
in-law (petitioner No. 2), learned counsel for the petitioners submits that
the husband of the complainant/respondent No. 2 does not reside with

the petitioners.

5. This Court is not satisfied with the explanation offered by the

learned counsel for the petitioners.

6. Consequently, learned counsel for the petitioners seeks
permission of this Court to withdraw the present petition with liberty to

file a fresh petition after arraying the husband as a petitioner.

7. In view of the submission made by the learned counsel for the
petitioners, the present petition is dismissed as withdrawn with liberty

as prayed for.

8. Certified copies of the FIR, charge-sheet, and other documents, if
any, be returned to the petitioners after retaining photocopies of the

same.

Sd/- Sd/-
(Ravindra Kumar Agrawal) (Ramesh Sinha)
Judge Chief Justice

Brijmohan



