
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.23276 of 2025

Arising Out of PS. Case No.- Year-0 Thana- District- Kaimur (Bhabua) 
======================================================
Aakash Jaiswal, Son of Arun Jaiswal @ Arun Kumar Jaiswal, Resident of
Village- Ramanujganj Road, Sidharth Hospital, Takiya Road, P.S. and Tehsil-
Ambikapur,  Distt.-Sarguja  (Chhattishgarh),  At  Present-  House  no.-108,
Uranwo Para, Bafauli, Surguja, Chhattisgarh, 497001. ...  ...  Petitioner/s

Versus
Sakshi  Jaiswal,  Wife  of  Aakash  Jaiswal,  D/o  Satendra  Kumar  Jaiswal
Resident  of  Village-  Ramanujganj  Road,  Takiya  Road,  Sarguja,  P.S  and
Tehsil-  Ambikapur,  Distt.-Ambikapur  (Chhattisgarh)  Presently  Resident  of
Village-  Bhabhua,  Ward  No.-  11,  P.S.  and  P.O.-  Bhabhua,  Distt.-  Kaimur
(Bhabhua). ...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Vibhakar Kumar, Advocate
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr. APP
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE CHANDRA SHEKHAR JHA

ORAL ORDER

3 16-06-2025   Heard learned counsel appearing on behalf of the

parties.

2. Considering the office report dated 16.05.2025,

it  appears  that  Criminal  Revision  is  maintainable  against

interlocutory and final order as passed under Section 125 of

the Code of Criminal Procedure.

3.  Office  categorically  reported  that  the  petition

under  Section  482  of  the  Cr.P.C.  is  not  maintainable  in

present case.

4.  Considering  aforesaid,  the  learned  counsel

appearing for the petitioner seeks permission to withdraw the

present quashing petition with liberty to raise all such issues
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through  Cr.  Revision  before  appropriate  Bench.  It  is  also

prayed  that  office  be  directed  to  return  the  original

Vakalatnama and other certified copies as to enable him to file

the Cr. Revision, as earliest.

5. Considering aforesaid, office is directed to return

the original Vakalatnama and other certified copies to learned

counsel  appearing  for  petitioner  immediately,  as  to  enable

him to file Cr. Revision, as it earliest, in view of office report.

6.  Considering  aforesaid,   the  present  quashing

petition  stands  dismissed  as  withdrawn,  however  with

aforesaid liberties.
    

veena/-
(Chandra Shekhar Jha, J)

U T


