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| TEM NO. 50 COURT NO. 4 SECTI ON 1 |
SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
PETI TION(S) FOR SPECI AL LEAVE TO APPEAL (CRL.) NO(S). 2547/2016
(ARI SING OUT OF | MPUGNED FI NAL JUDGVENT AND ORDER DATED 03/ 03/2016
IN AN NO  2323/2016 PASSED BY THE HGH COURT OF  JUDI CATURE

ALLAHABAD)

SHASHANK SI NGH @ SHASHANK THAKUR & ORS. PETI T ONER( S)
VERSUS

STATE OF UP & ANR RESPONDENT( S)

(WTH APPLN. (S) FOR EXEMPTI ON FROM FI LING O. T.)
Date : 23/01/2017 This petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM : HON&#39; BLE MR. JUSTI CE RANJAN GOGO
HON&#39; BLE MR, JUSTI CE ASHOK BHUSHAN
For Petitioner(s) M. Gaurav Jain, Adv.
Ms. Abha Jain, Adv.
M. Jaivir Singh, Adv.

For Respondent(s) M. Garvesh Kabra, Adv.
M. A ay Singh, Adv.

M . Adarsh Upadhyay, Adv.
M. Aftab Ali Khan, Adv.

UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

Exemption fromfiling OT. is granted.

Leave granted.

The appeal is allowed in terns of the signed order

[ VINOD LAKHI NA]

COURT MASTER [ ASHA SONI |

COURT MASTER

[ SI GNED ORDER |'S PLACED ON THE FI LE]

1

I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

CRI M NAL APPEAL NO. 165 OF 2017
[Arising out of Special Leave Petition
(Crimnal) No.2547/2016]

SHASHANK SI NGH @ SHASHANK THAKUR

& ORS. ... APPELLANTS

VERSUS

STATE OF UP & ANR .. . RESPONDENT

ORDER

1. Leave granted.

2. W have heard t he | ear ned counsel s

for the parties.
3. The challenge in the present appea
i s agai nst the order of t he Hi gh Court of
Al | ahabad dat ed 03 rd
Mar ch, 2016 by whi ch
t he Hi gh Court has ref used to quash t he
crim nal pr oceedi ngs agai nst t he
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appel I ant s.

4. The sol e contention advanced before

us at t he heari ng is t hat in respect of
co-accused Devendra Singh the Hi gh Court

had entertained the quashing petition filed

by t he sai d co- accused and has directed

stay of t he pr oceedi ngs. A reading of t he
order of t he Hi gh Court woul d go to show
t hat t he case of Devendr a Si ngh was

di stingui shed by t he Hi gh Court on t he
ground that Devendra Singh was a Police

O ficer and he has suffered injuries.

5. Learned counsel for t he appel I ant s

AT



submits t hat t he accused appel I ants have

al so suffered injuries in t he i nci dent and

a separate First I nf ormati on Report has

been filed by t he not her of t he appel I ants
Nos. 1 and 2 on t he basi s of whi ch Case
Crinme No. 45 of 2013 was regi stered. He has
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al so dr awn t he attention of t he Court to

t he injury report of t he appel | ant No. 1 to
substantiate t he contention with regard to

t he injuries suf fered by hi m In these

ci rcumst ances, t he FIR | odged agai nst t he
appel I ant s by t he r espondent No. 2 is

all eged to be a counter blast.

6. Having regard to the above facts we

are of t he view that t he Hi gh Court ought
to have entertained the quashing petition

filed by t he appel I ants and consi der ed it
al ong with t he quashi ng petition filed by
t he co- accused Devendr a Si ngh. e,

t her ef or e, allow the appeal ; set asi de t he

order of t he Hi gh Court and request t he

Hi gh Court to consi der t he quashi ng

petition filed by the appellants along with

t he quashi ng petition filed by t he

co- accused on merits. W make it cl ear
t hat we have expressed no opi ni on on
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merits. The High Court will be free to hear
and deci de t he same i ndependent | y on
nmerits.

.................... ,J.

(RANJAN GOGQ )

................... , J.

( ASHOK BHUSHAN)
NEW DELHI
JANUARY 23, 2017



