HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR RAJASTHAN BENCH AT
JAIPUR

S.B. Criminal Miscellaneous Transfer Petition No. 2 / 2017

1. Ranjeet Singh Son of Shri Ram Chandra Singh by Caste Rajput,
Aged About 56 Years, R/o Ward No.5, Pathwari Mohalla, Neem Ka
Thana Tehsil Neem Ka Thana District Sikar.

2. Roop Singh Son of Ummed Singh by Caste Rajput, Aged About
36 Years R/o Ward No.5, Pathwari Mohalla, Neem Ka Thana Tehsil
Ka Thana District Sikar.

ingh @ Shyam Singh Son of Ram Singh by Caste
ed About 33 Years, R/o Ward No.5, Pathwari Mohalla,
K‘é' Thana Tehsil Neem Ka Thana District Sikar.

f 4).Ram Sigh Son of Ramchandra Singh by Caste Rajput,, Aged
C, mn&bﬁul;o@B ears, R/o Ward No.5, Pathwari Mohalla, Neem Ka Thana
%y TeoH Neem Ka Thana District Sikar.

5. Devendra Singh Son of Shri Ranjeet Singh, by Caste Rajput,

Aged About 25 Years, R/o Ward No.5, Pathwari Mohalla, Neem Ka
Thana Tehsil Neem Ka Thana District Sikar.

----Accused-Petitioners

Versus

1. State of Rajasthan Through P.P.
2. Laxman Singh Son of Shri Ram Chandra Singh by Caste

Rajput,, Aged About 48 Years, R/o Pathwari Ka Mohalla, Ward
No.5, Neem Ka Thana Tehsil Neem Ka Thana District Sikar.

----Respondents

For Petitioner(s) : Mr. Vikash Kumar Jhakar
For Respondent(s) : Mr. Vidhut Gupta

Public Prosecutor : Ms. Sonia Shandilya

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE BANWARI LAL SHARMA
Order
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23/01/2017

The present criminal misc. transfer petition is preferred
by the petitioners against the impugned order dated 09.01.2017
passed by learned Sessions Judge, Sikar for transferring criminal
case No. 678/2013 ( State vs. Ranjeet Singh & Ors.) pending

carned Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate Neem Ka

8-06.2016 was changed to 29.06.2016. The brother of
complainant named Jhabar Singh is working as electrician and is
in good relation with Chairman of Nagarpalika, Neem Ka Thana
and Chairman of Nagarpalika, Neem Ka Thana is in good relation
to P.O. of the Court, therefore, there is reasonable apprehension
to petitioners that presiding Officer is favoring the complainant
party.

Learned counsel for the petitioners Mr. Vikash Kumar
Jhakar submits that initially Trial Court fixed the date for
24.06.2016 which was changed to 25.06.2016 and thereafter
continue three dates were given and the date of 28.06.2016 was
changed to 29.06.2016. The brother of complainant named Jhabar
Singh is working as electrician and is in good relation with
Chairman of Nagarpalika, Neem Ka Thana and Chairman of

Nagarpalika is in good relation to P.O., therefore, there is
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reasonable apprehension to petitioners that presiding Officer is

favoring the complainant party.

Per contra learned counsel for complainant Mr. Vidhut
Gupta supported the impugned order and submitted that dates

were given in presence of petitioners and presiding Officer is fairly

conducting trial. He submits that continue three dates are given

Learned Public Prosecutor Ms. Sonia Shandilya also

supported the impugned order.
I have considered the submissions made at Bar.

Learned Court below while deciding the application of

petitioners for transfer the case observed that :-

“UHATTell & Aol W Ydbe BIdl & b 3mumedl dvar 1 ofeqor

g gRT S5 &Rals TS YUH Gadr RUle ¥&1 370 /13 WR AR ol
AT 678 /2013 IR AT H HATAN OTONdRIE, Td=Rkig B T,
MYRIE SP WMRE, ERE Td wikie & fdog axT 216 HRGAT &
ORI U3 @ 989 B afdd © | URINTOT S orge URieT uF # ¥E SR

T g fb TRufeTer NHAET b RRAA e Slam 9 dier™|
VPR & A 2 dUT Sh BN IMF—oIHT o | Y= Sfery = 3=

fewofl § Sad IRIT BT SRATBR fhar B | UeiiTor & IR I 30 Sad IR

BT Dlg S AR a1 9araT & | Wi Rerfa & SHa1 Sad oRig =7 fhed

ST MR & 89 & BRI WHR fhd S IFY T81 2 |
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T8l b YhxoT H anrg Usll 24.06.2016 T & & 9T 25.06.2016

fad B 9o IRg uel 28.06.2016 T B & 91 29.06.2016 AT B
BT U3 B, 39 T H GerIT MfeRI gRT g+ fewoft # weq fhar @

fh 39 AMel H UBSl 24 ARG © Q1 WAL ofl, fh=g UBRUT AT 672 /2013
TAT YBROT IIT 373 /2014 o8 wrefiror gRarsiror € S99 uamaforal #

RIRg U9 25.06.2016 IId &I R off 3R W wefivor & fAded R &

P g oA 3R I YrfTor & Sifdiaat & fde TR 8 UHRT AT 678 /13
d g IR UM 29.06.2013 ¥G @1 WAl | Sad QM E ARG TR G4l

NI FAITOT / UTTNToT <ITaTerd W SURA o, fd: S SN | & dRRg

o fad & 18 IR Rifecafeer) i sRRIE Modiad & 9u9 oigdg fhy
T E |

gl & a8 ORAT 14 ®I 8 dad fhd S" BT U9 B, A

ISR Sd Tl §RT I8 HafRrd fhar wam o o grefiror / sffegerderor
gRT 216 SUS UipdT Wil ol YT U3l Rifbci ded & Suxid U &R
Fad 21 Ul Refa #§ Rifsear e &1 & uerfiear & omeR R ded
fepam TTm o | 3 UrRiivor gRT O fRIY oM T €, 9 a1 fodl ameR &
g, 31 U JIRIUN & JAER R I I & AHET [JARENT YHOT Pl

AT T H AR fobar ST SfRd vd =ara Td gdid -Tel gidr g |”
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This Court in full agreement of the aforesaid
observations of the Court below, as such there is no merit in this

transfer petition, therefore, same is dismissed.

(BANWARI LAL SHARMA)J.
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