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Case :- APPLICATION U/S 482 No. - 12342 of 2023

Applicant :- Jogendra

Opposite Party :- State Of U.P. Thru. Addl. Chief Secy. Home Deptt. Civil
Sectt. Lko And 5 Others

Counsel for Applicant :- Yuga Raj Singh,Vandana Rawat

Counsel for Opposite Party :- G.A.

Hon'ble Saurabh Lavania.J.

1. Heard learned counsel for the applicant and Sri Anirudh Singh,
learned AGA for the State and perused the record.

2. By means of the present application, the applicant has challenged the
order dated 04.10.2023 passed in Criminal Misc. Case No. 576/2022 CIS
No. 576/2022 (Jogendra Versus Bahuran and Others), whereby Additional
Sessions Judge Court No. 2 District Sitapur, rejected the application
preferred by the applicant under Section 5 of Limitation Act 1963 (in short
'Act of 1963"), which was preferred with the prayer to condone the delay in
challenging the order dated 14.02.2020 passed in Complaint Case No.
3793/2019 whereby trial court summoned the accused/opposite parties
under Section 147/323/504/506 IPC fixing 01.05.2020 as date of

appearance.

3. The impugned order dated 04.10.2023 reads as under:-

"UHATTAT U g3 | IR OR Urii SuRerd | urefl @ fAg sridgadr &1 ure_—ud
3% A URI-5 IRAMT @Y AT R GAT T AT UGl B TR
g o T |

grfl SN @1 3R ¥ AU 3% Sriid gRI—5 URAET srEfe s,
IATAT UIH AR I A& ARG e, AIAgR & §RT UIRd doidl Qe
fasTifepe 14.02.2020 & fawg Ya¥leror ATl R w1 H B fdera &l &
IR T IR AT T B |




4.
to 6 of the application preferred by the applicant under Section 5 of the Act

2

gFEel @ URYeE ¥ WK § fb f[9gM ok =Iaed @ gRT MU+ 3iey
famifdha 14.02.2020 & AR ¥ URAR! SRS & YRATE UR AWIEITOT I8IRA
fe & fawg dofdl e UIRG fBam T €| Iad dodl 3eel ¥ IrAge
e il Sifrg g1 geror arfet e 03.09.2022 @1 9 IR W
R @I AT § b AMgaTor BT TUR gRel H AR gq agd fhar oy |
gt gRT faer e 2g I8 MR form war & f& g orar =mare™ gw
AT 14.02.2020 ®I HRMET Bl H dordl e URT fbar Tar o, ard: SN
I MY B TGN et &l uril oY |

THdell & IR | I8 A e ® & dodl ofey fadid 14.02.2020 &T
IRd §3M M1, IR IS YAXIETT ITfefhl fasidh 03.09.2022 I I TAdl ey
UIRT B & oI &l dY, A A8 d16 Ao Bl g 2, Sdid BIbl 99y g4
Bl DRIAT_PI_YHTg TG B gbl 01| ol ulRdrg dAI—3793 /2019, o b
aneifud derdl emewr famifhd 14.022020 WIRG gm B, 98 uRardl & fag™
JAfegadr o G & U UIRG AR ', 39 AU &1 urefi S,
gRare AEI—3793 /2019 # gRATE! o iR Iad yRarg # uiRa smewr feAifdba
14.02.2020 URATE S @& IRAE—UF W IS9P &l Uel H UIRG 3MMe3 off, 31d:
el feifbd 14.02.2020, S & ureft Siiies @ el # UIR Mew ®, 3@l
G Uil Bl RTHT &1 99, Ad A8 b el 8l ddl, I8 a2 WeR &Y
S AW & 8| 3d: 3+ o ol T Gl day, ¥ ’1E @ _fdotre &l i
TIIHROT il gRT IRd 8! (haT Sl Al & | 31 Ui Reyfer # ureft a7 a1t
A URT WAT-UF 36 A=A gRI—5 GRAHT afdy e ad WieR by S
A T8 7 |

AR

il @ IR W URd URA-UF 3% id URI-5 URAMT I@fy
FfSfm fARed fham SIar 8| 9Amael 918 e bridrel SIRae GUgeIen

qr"

At this stage, this Court feels it appropriate to refer paragraph nos. 4

of 1963, which are as under:-

"gRT 4— I b RIS ST Yo IR Y RTRI% AR, ¢ Heled YR
P GRT HRMAT BT B AAR & SRME dolal MY AP 14.02.2020 BT °IRd
fhar T S SRME U ¥ Ffddia SuRerd ufaefid 89 & BROT
il BT Sad e B vy ¥ IFeR Ur del 8 9dl 9 eRer fafey
Ryl ¥ UiRT 9 W1 & orex ad aMey & fdwg uRRfad AR
&I el DY Fh |

gRT 5— I8 b uefl & grRT FAORET gvgd @+ # ganm fderm uRRefa @
TSR & F9Td & HIROT AT & Sl & fBd S+ I 2|

gRT 6— I8 b Urefl & Ao &l e dR PRI UKd &R BT ATAR YT
foan S =rafed A smawae € 1"
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JYOTI RAJWANI

5. A perusal of the order impugned dated 04.10.2023 indicates that the concerned
court after observing that the applicant has failed to explain the delay of 2 years and 7
months in preferring the revision has rejected the application for condonation of delay.

6. Upon due consideration of the observation made by the concerned court and the
submission of learned Counsel for the parties particularly the submission of learned
Counsel for the applicant that on account of Corona Pandemic the order dated
14.02.2020 could not be challenged within reasonable time as also the explanation given
in paragraph nos. 4 to 6 as also the observation of the Hon'ble Apex Court made in the
case of Suo Motu Writ Petition No. 3 of 2020 (Cognizance for extension of time), this
Court is of the view that applicant has not given the proper explanation to condone the
delay.

7. Thus, this Court is not inclined to entertain the present application and it is
accordingly dismissed.

Order Date :- 18.12.2023
Jyoti/-

High Court of Judicature at Allahabad,

Lucknow Bench



