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HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR RAJASTHAN AT
JODHPUR

S.B. Criminal Miscellaneous (Petition) No. 3271/2025

Suraj Gayari S/o Valu Gayari, Aged About 36 Years, Gayariyo Ka
Mohalla, Teh. Vallabhnagar, Jaspura, Udaipur (Raj.)

----Petitioner
Versus
1. State Of Rajasthan, Through Pp
2. The Superintendent Of Police, Udaipur
3. The Station House Officer, P.s. Dabok, Distt. Udaipur.

----Respondents
Connected With
S.B. Criminal Miscellaneous (Petition) No. 2655/2025

1. Savita Gayari W/o Suraj Gayari, Aged About 24 Years, D/
o Heera Lal Gayari R/o Vangroda Ki Bhagal, Tehsil Mavali,
Dist. Udaipur,raj.

2. Heera Lal Gayari S/o Bhaga, Aged About 81 Years, R/o
Vangroda Ki Bhagal, Tehsil Mavali, Dist. Udaipur,raj.
3. Smt. Nani Bai W/o Heera Lal, Aged About 62 Years, R/o
Vangroda Ki Bhagal, Tehsil Mavali, Dist. Udaipur,raj.
4. Devi Lal S/o Mangi Lal, Aged About 41 Years, R/o Kana
Kheda, Bhopalsagar, Dist. Chittorgarh,raj.
5. Meera Bai W/o Devi Lal Gayari, Aged About 35 Years, R/o
Kana Kheda, Bhopalsagar, Dist. Chittorgarh,raj.
----Petitioners
Versus
1. State Of Rajasthan, Through Pp
2. Suraj Gayari W/o Valu Ji Gayari, R/o Jaspura, Dabok,
Dist. Udaipur,raj.
----Respondents
For Petitioner(s) :  Mr. Ojas Shakdwipeeya (In S.B.
Criminal Misc. Petition N0.3271/2025)
For Respondent(s) :  Mr. Vikram Singh Rajpurohit, PP

Mr. Mohan Ram Choudhary (In S.B.
Criminal Misc. Petition No.2655/2025)

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KUMAR UPMAN
Order

27/04/2026
1. Learned State Counsel places on record the factual report

dated 25.04.2026. As per which, negative final report has been

filed by the Investigating Agency in this matter.



[2026:RJ-JD:19672] (20f 2) [CRLMP-3271/2025]

2. In view of above, the prayer made in these petitions does
not survive anymore.

3. Accordingly, these criminal misc. petitions as well as stay
application(s) are dismissed as having become infructuous.

4. Pending application(s), if any, also stand(s) disposed of.

5. Needless to say that complainant of this case would be at
liberty to file protest petition against the submission of negative

final report.

(ANIL KUMAR UPMAN),J

Gautam Jain/41-42



