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I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CRI' M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

CRI M NAL APPEAL NO. 1022 OF 2015
(@ SPECI AL LEAVE PETITION (CRL.) NO. 2176 OF 2012)

SANTOSH SONKAR & ORS. ... APPELL
ANT( S)
VERSUS
STATE OF U.P. & ANR ... RESPON
DENT( S)
ORDER

Leave granted.

The challenge in this appeal is against

t he order dat ed 11. 01. 2012 passed by t he Hi
gh

Court of Allahabad refusing to quash the crininal

proceedi ngs agai nst the accused-appel | ants under

Section 498A/ 323/ 504/506 of the Indian Penal Code

and Sections 3 & 4 of the Dowy Prohibition Act.

W have per used t he F.I.R t

he

charge-sheet and the order of the Hi gh Court. W
g have al so consi der ed t he statements recorde

under Section 161 of t he Code of Crimna

Procedure of the nother of the conplainant, an

i ndependent witness (Sri Om Prakash Nigam) who is
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a friend of the famly of the conplainant and his
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From the above materials, it appears that



t he al | egati ons | evel | ed agai nst

accused- appel I ants in t he F.I1.R
exaggerated and runs counter to the statenments of
the mot her of the conpl ainant and the other two
persons exam ned under Section 161 Crl.P.C. In

fact on due consideration of the statenments of

the said persons, it is clear that prim facie

i nvol venent of Accused Nos. 1, 2, 5 and 11 al one

is made out . The Hi gh Court appears
over-looked the said materials in coming to its
final conclusion that the proceedi ngs ought not

to be quashed.

In Vi ew of our concl usi on

is hi gh

to

t hat

material s on record prima facie di scl ose

i nvol venent of only Accused Nos. 1, 2, 5 and 11
we find no good ground to permt continuance of
crim nal pr oceedi ngs agai nst t he

accused. W, therefore, quash the said crimna

remai ni ng

pr oceedi ngs i nsof ar as ot her accused

concerned while maintaining the same in respect

of Accused Nos. 1, 2, 5 and 11.
3

Wt h t he af oresai d nodi fi cation in t he
order of the High Court, this appeal is disposed

of .

NEW DELHI J.
4TH AUGUST, 2015 [ N. V. RAMANA]
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SANTOSH SONKAR & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

STATE OF U.P. & ANR Respondent ( s)

Date : 04/08/ 2015 This petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE RANJAN GOGO
HON BLE MR. JUSTI CE N. V. RAMANA
For Petitioner(s) Manoj Prasad, Sr. Adv.
Aj ay Kumar Srivastava, Adv.
Ashut osh Dubey, Adv.
Vi krant Kumar, Adv.
Rohi t Si ngh, Adv.
Midul a Ray Bharadwaj, Adv.
For Respondent (s) Sanpreet Singh A mani, Adv.
Manohar Prat ap, Adv.
Har sh Var dhan Surana, Adv.
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UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

Leave granted.
The appeal is disposed of in terns of the
si gned order.

( MADHU BALA) (ASHA SONI)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER
(Signed order is placed on the file)



