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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA AT CUTTACK 
 
 

 

 

CRLREV No.740 of 2025 
 
 

 

Sil 

Prakruti Mishra …. Petitioner 
 
 

                                                       Mr. S. K. Sahu, Advocate          

            on behalf of Mr. D. Panturu, Advocate 

                    
 

 
 

-Versus- 
 
 

 

State of Orissa and another …. Opposite Parties 
 

                                                          Mr. P.K. Sahoo, ASC                                             
                     

     CORAM: 

                        MR. JUSTICE R.K. PATTANAIK                 
                             

 

 Order No. 

ORDER 

03.12.2025 

 

I.A. No.1099 of 2025 
 

              04. 1. Heard Mr. Sahu, learned counsel representing Mr. 

Panturu, learned counsel for the petitioner. 

 

 2. Instant IA is filed under Section 5 of the Limitation Act 

seeking condonation of delay. 

 

 3. It is submitted to the Court that the petitioner filed 

CRLMC No.425 of 2025 disposed of on 17
th
 September, 2025 

with the liberty granted for him to file a revision to challenge 

the order of cognizance, hence, the delay. 

 

 4. A delay of 730 days is reported as per the SR. 

 

 5. Recorded the objection of Mr. Sahoo, learned ASC for 

the State. 
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 6. Since, the liberty has been granted by this Court in 

CRLMC No.425 of 2025 and even though there has been delay, 

the same is required to be condoned in the interest of justice for 

a decision in the revision on merit for considering legality of 

the order of cognizance dated 31
st
 October, 2022. 

 

 7. Accordingly, it is ordered. 

 

 8. IA is allowed with delay being condoned. 

 
  

 

                                                                                          (R.K. Pattanaik)  

                                                                                  Judge                                                               

            CRLREV No.740 of 2025 

        1. Heard. 

 

 2. Instant revision is filed by the petitioner challenging the 

order of cognizance at Annexure-3.  

 

3. It is submitted to the Court that the petitioner is a friend 

of the informant’s husband and she has been alleged of having 

committed an offence punishable Section 506 IPC. The plea of 

the petitioner is that no such offence is made out against her, 

hence, the order of cognizance at Annexure-3 is not legally 

tenable. 

 

 4.  To consider and appreciate the above plea and 

submission of Mr. Sahu, learned counsel for the petitioner, the 

Court is inclined to issue notice to opposite party No.2 and also 

consider the response of the State.  
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5. Call for soft copy of the LCR from the learned court 

below.   

 

 6. Notice to opposite party No.2 by Speed Post with a 

short returnable date and for the said purpose, requisites shall 

be filed by learned counsel for the petitioner within seven days 

 

 7. List on 12
th
 January, 2026 for final hearing and orders 

on appearance of opposite party  No.2 and receipt of the LCR. 

 
   

 

           (R.K. Pattanaik) 

                   Judge 
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