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judgment dated 28.09.2022, whereby the complaint filed by the

under Section 340 Cr.P.C., 1973, was dismissed.
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forged documents during the proceedings before the trial Cou
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 Prayer in this application is for condonation of delay of 

days in filing the appeal. 

 For the reasons stated in the application, the same is allowed. 

159 days in filing the appeal stands condoned. 
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 The present appeal has been filed against the impugned 

judgment dated 28.09.2022, whereby the complaint filed by the

under Section 340 Cr.P.C., 1973, was dismissed.

 Learned counsel for the appellant vehemently argued that there 

was cogent and corroborative evidence to show that the respondent had 

forged documents during the proceedings before the trial Cou
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The present appeal has been filed against the impugned 

appellant 

Learned counsel for the appellant vehemently argued that there 

was cogent and corroborative evidence to show that the respondent had 
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the Court below erred in not appreciating the same while dismissing the 

complaint. 

3.  

that the appellant and respondent have already been divorced, and there is 

no challenge to t

were produced.

4.  

parted ways, and more so, the proceedings under Section 340 Cr.P.C. are 

primarily between the Court and the person who 

Court, I find no ground to proceed further in the matter. Accordingly, the 

present appeal stands dismissed
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the Court below erred in not appreciating the same while dismissing the 

 However, the counsel for the appellant could not deny the fact 

that the appellant and respondent have already been divorced, and there is 

no challenge to the said proceedings wherein the alleged forged documents 

were produced. 

 Considering the factual matrix that the parties have already 

parted ways, and more so, the proceedings under Section 340 Cr.P.C. are 

primarily between the Court and the person who 

Court, I find no ground to proceed further in the matter. Accordingly, the 

present appeal stands dismissed. 

 Miscellaneous application(s), if any, stands disposed of.
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the Court below erred in not appreciating the same while dismissing the 

However, the counsel for the appellant could not deny the fact 

that the appellant and respondent have already been divorced, and there is 

he said proceedings wherein the alleged forged documents 

Considering the factual matrix that the parties have already 

parted ways, and more so, the proceedings under Section 340 Cr.P.C. are 

primarily between the Court and the person who has forged or misled the 

Court, I find no ground to proceed further in the matter. Accordingly, the 

Miscellaneous application(s), if any, stands disposed of. 
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