HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR RAJASTHAN
BENCH AT JAIPUR

S.B. Criminal Miscellaneous (Petition) No. 5096/2021

1. Chandan Singh S/o Shri Devi Singh, Resident Of Maloni
Panwar, Kolari, Dholpur (Rajasthan).

2. Atar Singh S/o Shri Devi Singh, Resident Of Maloni
Panwar, Kolari, Dholpur (Rajasthan).

3. Prahlad S/o Shri Devi Singh, Resident Of Maloni Panwar,
Kolari, Dholpur (Rajasthan).
4, Pradeep S/o Shri Chandan Singh, Resident Of Maloni

Panwar, Kolari, Dholpur (Rajasthan).

5. Sandeep S/o Shri Chandan Singh, Resident Of Maloni
Panwar, Kolari, Dholpur (Rajasthan).

6. Rajpal S/o Shri Rasal Singh, Resident Of Maloni Panwar,
Kolari, Dholpur (Rajasthan).

7. Vijaypal S/o Shri- Rasal Singh, Resident Of Maloni
Panwar, Kolari, Dholpur (Rajasthan).

8. Jogendra S/o Shri Nathol Singh, Resident Of Maloni
Panwar, Kolari, Dholpur (Rajasthan).

o. Monu S/o Shri Atar Singh, Resident Of Maloni Panwar,
Kolari, Dholpur (Rajasthan).

----Accused-Petitioners
Versus

1.State Of Rajasthan, Through PP.

----Respondent
2. Suresh Mehtar S/o Shri- Sadau, Resident of Mali Panwar,
Kolari, Dholupr. (Rajasthan)

----Complainant-Respondent

For Petitioner(s) :  Mr. Kapil Gupta,
For Respondent(s) :  Mr. Riyasat Ali, PP
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HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SATISH KUMAR SHARMA

Order

01/09/2021

ATAN—3NAGFITOT Bl AR W GRT 482 TUS UfHAT AT &
= Ig AIDBT I [dwg Yford 11, DIARI [Sell diefqR H g5 YA
AT RUIC HA@AT—190 /2021 3TURTY AT €RT 143,341,379,504,506 HRTIA
Tue Sfedm T oRT 3(1)(s) SC/ST Act @1 HRIATe] Bl FATK B DI Uil
D AT T B T B

ST el @7 989 Gl TS | UFIGe! BT daid fhar |

fage arfdgaar arf—srfgaa or &) <ollel € 5 59 wme
JeTd YoM gIAT RUC & 1 &1 &1 A oF R 9 9R7 3 g™l
U] UdC BT Pl AWM. Ael d9a1 ©). & UEl & faae H
TN BT RS Il BT 9637 9191 91 %7 2| < vedl & 7
A fdare faReE & JE—sifgadior gaen eiy €1 I8 wem
o Rurd =nfie ufear &1 SeUT 8, S uRd fHd oM amg & ud
dg dd S gAY Bl RN BRd g IrEAI—IAMISRITOT DI IAARA
R g fhar ST =mEfed 7 |

9 WOl R Al & UMY WR el ¥ faaes et @
ARl & 81 TH AT & fory fagm sftaar ari—eifiga o &
AR URT 3 TG THS] Ude bl AURMY g7 8l AT Y o W gem
o Rad # afffq dedf & yoMgedr Helg TR Udhe BT &1 Ul
Rerfd # M-I Hdlea ™ATeR”™ §RT M/s. Neeharika Infrastructure Pvt.
Ltd. Vs. State of Maharashtra # ufaurfad fafeies Rerfd & orfwu 39 o
R YT YA FE RUie &l U B S+ A1 31H JIHe™ WR R
R S @ Ui WaR {5 99 amg 781 8| Ar—s1 e T gRI
SO TR THM AT JJEe BT f[Avg 8, O R gaar feen! gri
fraR far ST 21 srcfacr igHu™ AffeR &1 ug faffe <@ 2 &
98 W8 d fug W A A o aR oraa™ wifed & | i Refa
F IOMEROT R PIs 7 A by fomr =mafza #§ = fder i3 9 €
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ITA—AMGFTITOT TS I A1 37 & SR AU BRI &
FHET SR BT | 9 98 Al Y orgaR fdaR &g eramaes i
U BR Hehd ©, 9 T I8 NREAR el fbar e |

A T & uzEnd STHu JfUeR), Ife mavdd |Hsl Al S
ST <Y (IfE ®Ig 81 A1) & ey RREAR &R A |
Ig DEl Dl AaLIDHdl T8l 2 b IrA—AfAGaor FREBART Bl
3ITRIT B UR 3IRMH ST & o 31da B el |

JEIT AP RT §RT §H YRl T JJHg forsqer g gwre
e 9 YUl dId gU HefSd =rarerd | yford Rure (el / .
JR.) UL BT SITQHT, 79 wR A SR =R far <me |
fAgT ol SIISId AT gdTs Y T Srgaea™ &1 weTha
Raré uer & |

TGl 3T 21.10.2021 DI Faldg Bl WY |

(SATISH KUMAR SHARMA),J

Pradeep Thawani /52



