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HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR RAJASTHAN AT
JODHPUR
S.B. Criminal Misc(Pet.) No. 141/2024

Smt Ramkanwari W/o Late Sh. pukhraj, Aged About 35 Years,
resident of Kumharon Ka Mohalla, Bhopalgarh, Jodhpur,
Currently residing of A-73, Saraswati Nagar, Jodhpur.

/e ----Petitioner
lac i I|' Versus
= 8/ 1 The State Of Rajasthan, Through the PP.
"-Tf?{y . m_:“_—f-"' 2. Dr. Praveen Prajapat, Director Shree Hariram Hospital and

Research Centre, Sainik Basti, Nagaur Rajasthan.

3. Dr. Divya Ratan Dhawan S/o Sh. Surendra Kumar
Dhawan, 193 - Frontier Colony, Adarsh Nagar, Jaipur.
----Respondents
For Petitioner(s) :  Mr. Aditiya Gupta
For Respondent(s) : Mr. Sharwan Bishnoi, PP

Mr. Himmat Singh Shekhawat
Mr. Harish Purohit

Mr. Shashank

Ms. Vrinda Bhardwaj

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE YOGENDRA KUMAR PUROHIT
Order

Reserved on 09/07/2024
Pronounced on 25/07/2024
Reportable

01. FrRFeal @1 oIk 9 g8 R aiferer fagre swefiver
AT 3R HYM AR W87, SR AR (J91) & &fd smasr
faie 27.00.2023 & AT BrHR TR @1 TS T |

02. Teg | " @ 9 39 UBR 9 © b uRarfear—arl @7 iR
H (S RO IR H URd &R I8 Faed fear & aRarfear—ardr &
ufcl @RIl BT {31 24.03.2017 HI #71 BRYM BiRUed ARIR ¥ Ue g& @l
Rrera 8 R R 1| SiEl R e Hol Sige’ JdIvl Uoiud |
FEl b S & Yo d TRl & IfQ Sieal AU T8l HRardr 731 dr wol
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&1 Ry T waar 7| o . w09 7 8 wR 1| A% 24.03.2017 BT &
A% BT ERM BRUCH AR H Wl B forar 737 | Sfaex ydIvT ysid §IRT
fQsTie 26.03.2017 I HeY AT 03:30 ol AT 27.03.2017 &I Ud: 3:30 9ol
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Ued H ®eblac B il Td HRIS Bl Blefd THR BI g |
03. FYfed fRafbear awern & 34d ¥ TR & 9re Wl 78ISl &l
gl SITa] WRIG 8M ¥ Side’ gRT 304l Mol URel 9 AT &l SIEgR
AR EiRYee d ol PRarr waT| Sfel W feAie 31.03.2017 B W1 B
gfd QeRTST T Mg 81 AT | 59 A" w9 S9e yRaRGE F RIS @I

G HRIG AT of SF &I 281 Gllle) @I | Sidex g

1 11\"

JSYd §RT GaTd STelehx SIRTH IRUATA ¥ 8 ARG bl Aell @[ T | GG b
e W URIReE W Uiffa IRR @1 uReArcH @ folt o WM SR ar
BIRUCH drdll 4 I8 SN GHBT PR SRawl =R ol fQAT| Jaab & 9g
QAT 9 IR & SATRIOR 3 & HH 98 B & BRUT g5 © | SRUAT
b SFCR 7 TSl & QR ATURATE Yddh AT B I R INR H FHAUT

hol A Jg g, sNG | SR UK BN WR SR ORI 156(3) GUS
UfshdT HfZdr & T8d AT 2 Yol A1 ya R fsraran 1 | fsiq

qre 3L JTHLT Uh AR 3GH I 36 H UKd &I | 579 R yRaral &l
aerq far Tam | RS AR AfeT gegd & 9 F9d 9 W3 q1 a8

ST D ST 3¥d ORT 202 S UfhdT Aiedl oiRgdg deal |

04. fagm e =rerd JAfdRead & qeTR AfoRge 9 2,
SEQR SR gRT 989 Gl SR AT GT 2 9 3 & [d%g 9RT 304
YR GUs Afedl & d8d Qi 02.09.2019 & YA ol SR dold
fepar |
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05. AT AT 2 G 3 §RT &1 AAT—3MeT FRTH], PR =Irimerd
d e @ 5[ Al FIRIFET &1 <IrRTad iR A <IEe §eii—7,
SIEQR HER (]TS1.) T S7eUd 3aer Qe 27.09.2023 §RT MR &H_d
8U fagr SEfivRel e & YHS 3Mee fald 02.00.2019 &I R &R

1475 ,/30.11.2017 &I WIdHR fhar 77 AR I Sl IMha] gRT IR
9 e R Wit @ TE A W A g1 I8 AifieT TR @ TE 2

06. gifereT § U8 Mded fhar & IR <Ired gRr deal &R
SEIES R Fe! e ¥ fFaR T8l fhar 1| UgH gedl Sude WeRad &

JMER WR SR <IMITer §RT 02.09.2019 T YA [T 7T | $9 AM 4
A2yl T4 I8 © & 99 vEIT oA S #iRM giRYed, SR gRT e
31.03.2017 B SN fam 11| fS9H 9o/ a1 4] &1 BRU Septicemia

with ARF (Acute renal failure), ARDS (Acute respiratory distress

syndrome) and MODS (Multiple organ dysfunction syndrome) 3ifdd fdba

T S AiShd 9 gR1 Al AFT AT Y™ eI 9 IR

T §RT 39 @I R IR 81 fhar a1 & RIS &1 &I s7hdT olddl
e 24.03.2017 BT BB A0F o, ST AN AT ST 877 A 891 W

o7 | U el H HSIhel UICIhicd & Hdlfdd $hae oidel g db AHe
RS B A B T db IR Tl fhAT S A8y o7 | uRe] A ol & gd
B SlTeN R fear 1| IR H o9 JER aftfd &_d gU I8 fded
fpar fob TN &1 A Telloidl 39 A/fel § off, 39 SR WR R
RITA BT AR QP 27.09.2023 FRE b S g SffaRad &I H8TR
ARG C AT —2, SR AEFIR & 37Q faidh 02.09.2019 Pl WER fhd
ST @7 i @ TS |

07. 89 e G T8 | g eifdaa Il gRr At | afvia
dl B AR 989 ddl & w9 H UK (haT IR I8 d& Ugd (a1 & I8
ASIdhe el & AFaT 2, e dag 9 [IaRer <I&med gR1 Sl U|==
forar T g8 e AT o1 | PR =T §RT ST 3eel uiikd fba
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a7 g8 FARET fbd ST &1 e fhar oik ERM 989 4=~ =1i¥ie geeidl

BT AR AR A AR b |
08. fIgT STfga™T SRR & IR ¥ SHH! A& R d_d 8
g g IR =Irarery &1 ey fafesa M1 9ard gy g fhd o @t
‘-";Lu :;M D\fe\;;:-.llmsjm B |
:; é;:;-__}09. 9 SWRIGT bl IR /AT (BT, UHATTeAl BT AEHIgdd AT

"\’i‘?ffLN}_,;__?J;:mwmmwwmﬁwm Tl T e e

N T | fagm@ AR IRITE™ gRT 39 ST 9 qE91Y Ieadd i &
fafr =fe geedl R fOga fades &-d g0 3R g9 aval & ael,
gRRfoal w® W fawgd w9 ¥ R axd gV R <mare & yde
e fai 02.09.2019 ® FRET fbar w1 iR SFT FIRIFET WdR @
TS R 39 fofg § aftfg =nfe geial 9 O @ ek W wRga e
gefdl @ fadad 59 AMel # far S faftRrera 2 |
10. SEl db Il Bl IR W UKJd e gid Mehmood Ul

Rehman and ors. Vs. Khazir Mohammad Tunda and Ors. (AIR

20155C2195) & HAMl H oRT 500 RO <TUs wfedl & ded uRdrg
AT § U b T o7 | 39 "ol § U1 dwr 17 9 AEER fade

fopar T 28—

"17. In Jagdish Ram v. State of Rajasthan and Anr.,
(2004) 4 SCC 432, the law was restated holding
that at the stage of issuing process to the accused,
the Magistrate is not required to record reasons.
However, he has to be satisfied that there is
sufficient ground for proceeding and such
satisfaction is not whether there is sufficient
ground for conviction. To quote:
10....The taking of cognizance of the offence
is an area exclusively within the domain of a
Magistrate. At this stage, the Magistrate has
to be satisfied whether there is sufficient
ground for proceeding and not whether there
is sufficient ground for conviction. Whether
the evidence is adequate for supporting the
conviction, can be determined only at the
trial and not at the stage of inquiry. At the
stage of issuing the process to the accused,
the Magistrate is not required to record
reasons."
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11. Sl UBHR fAg™ SIfRgadr Il &1 IR ¥ URd S geid
Dy. Chief Controller Of Imports And Exports VS Roshanlal Agarwal AIR
2003(SC) 1900 & HMH H €T 420, 467, 468, 471, 12041 YR &vs Gfgdl
g gRT 5 SHIC UUS TGO (Freidl) offfad 1947 & d8d WA P
EeMIHE Am=aol) H uRde U fhar ™ of O W® AFE STadH
AT gRT fdaR B Y WRT 9. 8 9 9 FHTIAR SeetRad fdhar ar —

"8. The second reason given by the High Court for
allowing the petition filed by the respondents
(accused) is that the order passed by the Special
Court taking cognizance of the offence does not
show that the learned Magistrate had even perused
the complaint or that he had applied his judicial
mind before taking of the cognizance. The order
passed by the learned Magistrate reads as under :

"Cognizance taken. Register the case. Issue
summons to the accused.”

9. In determining the question whether any
process is to be issued or not, what the
Magistrate has to be satisfied is whether
there is sufficient ground for proceeding and
not, whether there is sufficient ground for
conviction. Whether the evidence is adequate
for supporting the conviction, can be
determined only at the trial and not at the
stage of inquiry. At the stage of issuing the
process to the accused, the Magistrate is not
required to record reasons. This question
was considered recently in U.P. Pollution
Control Board v. M/s Mohan Meakins Ltd. &
Ors., AIR 2000 SC 1456 and after noticing
the law laid down in Kanti Bhadra Shah v.
State of West Bengal, AIR 2000 SC 522, it
was held as follows :

"The legislature has stressed the need to
record reasons in certain situations such as
dismissal of a complaint without issuing
process. There is no such legal requirement
imposed on a Magistrate, for passing detailed
order while issuing summons. The process
issued to accused cannot be quashed merely
on the ground that the Magistrate had not
passed a speaking order."
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12. Sl bR fAg Sifeaadr Irdl &1 3R ¥ UR[d < geid S.
K. Sinha, Chief Enforcement Officer VS Videocon International Ltd. , AIR
2008(SC) 1213 & #AMel H 91 uRare Uer far a1 o1 S aRT 18(2) T 18(3)
qufed oRT 68(1) @ WUfsd ©RT 56(1) II FERA & T8d U fdhar Tam o &
")\ e 3 T Wi 12 % PR e R ¥ o

Jal o

4 &/ "12.The expression cognizance has not been

Ny i Not defined in the Code. But the word (cognizance) is

of indefinite import. It has no esoteric or mystic
significance in criminal law. It merely means
become aware of and when used with reference to
a Court or a Judge, it connotes to take notice of
judicially. It indicates the point when a Court or a
Magistrate takes judicial notice of an offence with a
view to initiating proceedings in respect of such
offence said to have been committed by someone.
Taking cognizance does not involve any formal
action of any kind. It occurs as soon as a
Magistrate applies his mind to the suspected
commission of an offence. Cognizance is taken
prior to commencement of criminal proceedings.
Taking of cognizance is thus a sine qua non or
condition precedent for holding a valid trial.
Cognizance is taken of an offence and not of an
offender. Whether or not a Magistrate has taken
cognizance of an offence depends on the facts and
circumstances of each case and no rule of
universal application can be laid down as to when a
Magistrate can be said to have taken cognizance."

13. fagm R <rare™ gRT 8 Aol @ IRT e (14)(9)w H
39 ST & 9HHe Ui & 919 Bhagwan Sahai Khandelwal VS State

of Rajasthan, 2006 1 RLW(Raj) 640 WX fd=R fbar aT| 39 <i¥ie gid
& Ry A= 6 9 7 H AR fade fear a2

"(6). Life and personal liberty of every person is of
utmost importance. Hence, life and personal liberty
cannot be interfered with without a reasonable
cause and without a procedure established by law.
Taking of cognizance is, thus, a serious matter. For
it involves disturbing the life and personal liberty of
a person. Facing of a criminal trial is an ordeal,
which adversely affects the reputation, the finance,
the energy and the time of the alleged offender.
Thus, taking of cognizance cannot be done in a
mechanical manner. It should be done after a
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14.

T B —

judicious application of mind to the facts and
circumstances of each case. Although, a
meticulous examination of evidence is not required
at the stage of taking cognizance, but the
Magistrate must consider the case in a holistic
manner. Piecemeal consideration of the evidence
does not commensurate with the judicial vision.
Hence, in case a FIR or a complaint is followed by
a negative Final Report, which is subsequently
followed by a protest petition, while allowing the
protest petition, a Judicial Magistrate is legally
bound to discuss the negative Final Report. Such a
discussion is warranted for three reasons; firstly,
the Principles of Natural Justice demand and
dictate that any order adversely affecting a right
should be a speaking order. Although a elaborate
discussion may not be required, but the order
must contain sufficient reasons showing the
application of a judicious mind, for disagreeing
with the negative Final Report. Secondly, since the
cognizance order is a revisionable order, the Higher
Judicial Authorities have a right to know the
reasons, which weighed in the mind of the Judicial
Magistrate for disagreeing with the negative Final
Report. In the absence of such reasons, the Higher
Judicial Authorities (the Sessions Court or the High
Court) are left in the dark. Thirdly, it is a settled
doctrine of law that ° "justice should not only be
done, but also must appear to be done. Therefore,
the accused has a right to know the reasons why
the learned Judicial Magistrate has disagreed with
the negative Final Report submitted by the Police
after a thorough investigation. In case, such
reasons are not stated, alleged offender may find it
difficulty to question the validity of the reasoning,
hence a cryptic order is not a judicious order
whereas cognizance order should always be a
judicious order.

(7). In case of Sampat Singh vs. State of Haryana
(1993 SCC (Cri.) 376), the Honble Supreme Court
had clearly stated that the Magistrate must give
reason for disagreeing with the negative Final
Report. In case, no such reasons are given, then
the order is unsustainable in the eyes of law.
Taking a cue from the said judgment, this Court, in
case of Gopal Sharma vs. State of Rajasthan [2005
(10) RDD 4197 (Raj.)], has held a similar view."

9 O @ WA 98 @vsddid(Supra) dlel A H
qUH BIE & FHARiE(Supra) & G GRId &I Seord fhar T 7
HAHYARIE(Supra) & <6 TIC & U WRAT 6 H MFTAR IeeliRad fbar
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"6. Needless to say, it is not for a Court to keep
track of an investigation and watch its day to day
progress but, of course, when an investigation
culminates into a final report as contemplated
under Section 173 of Cr.P.C., then the competent
Court enjoins a duty within its authority sanctioned
by law to scrupulously scrutinise the final report
and the accompaniments by applying its judicial
mind and take a decision either to accept or reject
the final report. In the present case, that stage has
come on the submission of the final report, namely
the cancellation report, by the Investigating
Officer."

15. gd # giota =i geeidl @ URYeET H HauH gRITd AMe W
famR far 1 %27 & | S AFel § A/ @ 3R ¥ U URdTe Bl gRT
156(3) QU UfhaT WA & T8d Yol T Ydid TR, SIEYR BT Woll 1T
o R 918 S= | ufdded §®@aT 475 faie 30.11.2017 @I UM fdhan
T | f59 R I §RT Ui UM U9l &R &1 A & 999 SR’ T

| qUTArd 989 Al SR SRR <R §RT & 02.09.2019 &I
YT AT 2 9 3 § dvg gRT 304U URA gUs Afedl H UEsm fora
TAT| §9 3N ¥ [T&RT IS §RT el §RT UH3IR H UK ATERI BT
fJage 21 fHar T SR ASiHe a1 T S I &1 T8 off 99 WR T WM
Tl & faaR 81 fBar 7| bad #F 3l UR R B[R grred
BT 3T &P 02.09.2019 FRET AT o7 IR 59 R TRF TSI §RI
faR HR 9 R W FAARM R 1 T8 iR el Tad &l A
IRASSRERIEIDIN

16. Il B AR W UK e gl H uRare R S AMal |
ST | S E B g o1 | Yo gRT 39 A1 Al H e el
AT o7 | VAT SRR H AT @ IR W UG Al =fid geqdl & BIg
BT Al H U @A @ i SifERA FE @ iR fRE

ATTT gRT 39 IR B FHGBT U & Aoy Wiae 98 WosodTd

(Supra) S f& #FFIg STadd <TG & AWdARNig (Supra) @ o9 w
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qearHe Td fafdes Yo 8l @ S T |

17.

Y 3T AESA H HSlhd oo & deg ¥ fafdes Refd w®
faeaR far 1 @1 & | fag eiffgar Irl @ 3R ¥ UKd Malay Kumar

 Ganguly VS Sukumar Mukherjee, 2010 AIR(SC) 1162 @& H¥Hel H U
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AT 203 H FAMER fadeq fear g —

18.

Ishfaq 2009 (3) SCC 1 & URT GRAT 28 AT 38 T URT AT 54 T 3

RN R fIoR f&ar mar| 599 9 R gRT & U7 97 35, 38 R faar foar

"The jurisprudential concept of negligence differs in
civil and criminal law. What may be negligence in
civil law may not necessarily be negligence in
criminal law. For negligence to amount to an
offence the element of mens rea must be shown to
exist. For an act to amount to criminal negligence,
the degree of negligence should be much high
degree. A negligence which is not of such a high
degree may provide a ground for action in civil law
but cannot form the basis for prosecution. To
prosecute a medical professional for negligence
under criminal law it must be shown that the
accused did something or failed to do something
which in the given facts and circumstances no
medical professional in his ordinary senses and
prudence would have done or failed to do."

fagm TR <UTed R o9 ey | o1 faar fear Tar iR

T, S AR ® -

"35. Before dealing with these principles two things
have to be kept in mind:

(1) Judges are not experts in medical science,
rather they are lay men. This itself often makes it
somewhat difficult for them to decide cases
relating to medical negligence. Moreover, Judges
have usually to rely on testimonies of other doctors
which may not necessarily in all cases be
objective, since like in all professions and services,
doctors too sometimes have a tendency to support
their own colleagues who are charged with medical
negligence. The testimony may also be difficult to
understand, particularly in complicated medical
matters, for a layman in medical matters like a
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Judge; and (2) A balance has to be struck in such
cases. While doctors who cause death or agony
due to medical negligence should certainly be
penalized, it must also be remembered that like all
professionals doctors too can make errors of
judgment but if they are punished for this no
doctor can practice his vocation with equanimity.
Indiscriminate proceedings and decisions against
doctors are counter productive and serve society
no good. They inhibit the free exercise of judgment
by a professional in a particular situation.

38. The basic principle relating to medical
negligence is known as the BOLAM Rule. This was
laid down in the judgment of Justice McNair in
Bolam VS. Friern Hospital Management
Committee2 (1957) 1 WLR 582 as follows :

“Where you get a situation which involves the use
of some special skill or competence, then the test
as to whether there has been negligence or not is
not the test of the man on the top of a Clapham
omnibus, because he has not got this special skill.
The test is the standard of the ordinary skilled man
exercising and professing to have that special skill.
A man need not possess the highest expert
skill..... It is well-established law that it is sufficient
if he exercises the ordinary skill of an ordinary
competent man exercising that particular art.”

Bolam’s test has been approved by the Supreme
Court in Jacob Mathew's case."

19. AFE STgdd T §RT Bombay Hospital & Medical
Research Centre Versus Asha Jaiswal & Ors. Civil Appeal No. 1658 Of
2010 Judgment date November 30, 2021.( 2021 SCC online SC 1149)

@ A H U1 AT 36 W TR SeeilRad fBar ar & —

"36. --------- the sole basis of finding the
appellants negligent was res ipsa loquitor which
would not be applicable herein keeping in view the
treatment record produced by the Hospital and/or
the Doctor. There was never a stage when the
patient was left unattended. The patient was in a
critical condition and if he could not survive even
after surgery, the blame cannot be passed on to
the Hospital and the Doctor who provided all
possible treatment within their means and
capacity. ----- The family may not have coped with
the loss of their loved one, but the Hospital and
the Doctor cannot be blamed as they provided the
requisite care at all given times. No doctor can
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assure life to his patient but can only attempt to
treat his patient to the best of his ability which was
being done in the present case as well."

20. AT STIAH R §RT 30 FdI-d9 =1ide g&eid  Mrs.

Kalyani Raja Versus Indraprastha Appollo Hospital & Ors. Civil Appeal

AT AR TR (Supra) & Al WR IR f&Har a1 &R 59 9Ha | W1

AT 31 9 32 H AR IeciRgd fhar Tan—

"31. The case in hand stands on a better footing,
in as much as there was no mistake in diagnosis or
a negligent diagnosis by Respondent no. 2. In the
absence of the patient having any history of
diabetes, hypertension, or cardiac problem, it is
difficult to foresee a possible cardiac problem only
because the patient had suffered pain in the neck
region.

32. For the foregoing, this Court is of the
considered view that the appellant has failed to
establish negligence on the part of Respondents in
taking post operative care and the findings in this
regard recorded by the Commission does not suffer
from any illegality or perversity."

21. SWRIG =A16 geerdl H gfauried Rgrl & ey # g&rd
e W foaR fear T 9 AMel § TR SRy g
iy §RT Uhd @l g HSihd dle dl RUlc &1 fqded fhar T iR W

T A A4 5 AEdmd Ao & AT UM ST 8 Udid A8l slal 39
IR R T fAgM f=er <y &1 3y feAid 02.09.2019 FRva fham

TR |

22. 9 ST §RT UAEell § Ud JSihd die &l RUlc W fdar
fohar | gford gRT U+ I § Wol M UF 3l 16.11.2017 & A H
DRI 3fefleTes o= fAfbcdrerd WiE, SR gRT brifed el fadid 20.
112017 H =R Sl & WA 98 g o |e,
fioreie, JRidifRe, Tadfce o 9 gRT o RUIe & g e 1
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A 7 ¥ AU I QIS SR UIH AT RUIS H Al B AR W g AR
S forar o & Sffuved & SRM IR ¥ &l Forad forar 98 a8l 81
AT 3R wWee fdbgr 737 fb f&ih 26.03.2017 DI 7S BT AT fbar a1
— 3R 3ITIRTE & Ygend NCCT Abdomen & 3IJER HI Ja INR & <X &l

L n Hr-.-.""-\.
et Mgy,
[ ]
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/& &0 o\ UR | I§ CT Scan f&11d 29.03.2017 Bl HIRM YT H fHAT AT | U2
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\i*ifff;ﬂ_;_;;_?‘:“?”sﬁw & R AR qde whe B deme A FoN # Instrument
n STABY YRR B PRD [Thlel TAT I Sla F W IRR H HBHAT oA
A WIS & G g | Sdid HSibd drs &I RUIE & AR a1 [al H s
AES B TRl ol iR 9 IS & UIsT H W geR) %Al g3 ol S

ST T JMaeIHhdr o IR IJg e fhar fb —

“PCNL U blind surgery g S f& C-Arm guidance &
@I ST B, gfd 39 Foil H direct T4 H puncture
fpar SITaT ® o 3eR Rl H ) infective bacterial
colonies Bl & O IS & 3<X septicemia &
chances ¥ 84 ® | Specilally 39 & § o
Gl TRl # uerl 8 T obstructive TRRY B | A

WIS § UV calculus &7 @ TLC oY a1fde off, foraw
TS 3TN BT & b 39 TRE @ ¥RINll H Septicemia
P FRIGAT FHEG a6 I 31 il 2 1

FEamd a1 7 Il RUIE # R gdR | e o ar a8
ASIdd UIeidlidl & qaTfdd =1 faar a1 81 Ul I =781 &1 718 ¢ |
23, 9 AW H ASIed 9 @ Sff I 7 S9d Jaldd AR
eI 26.03.2017 BT Fag IR Tol AT AT 3R WIS HRId T b Th

31k o1, STD parmeters(pulse, BP) TAT urine output HRI§—HRIG ATH
o I I8 Ui Bl 2 T WIS & 3 fhdl UdR $I anaesthetic
complication @I ™I $ Aol H 8l 2 38R immediate surgical
complication @I F=TET 4T HH T |

24, 9 A H H&g BT BRI Septicemia with MODS(ARDS, ARF)

BT 9IS §RT ST AT | Septicemia & IR H I8 2ifdd foar g b I8 99

# S M dTell surgical complication | @R Sfaedl @ gRT fagd i
RArd TAESTT @ MR R <1 T8 §, Ifq 39 Sfdexi & I8 udid 8l &
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39 A H SIRIE & WHY TURATe! Y&l © ol 3[d%d & $9 916d NI Ydhe
DI ST |

25. 9 AMel H Uiewe UM d Al gR1 I8 gdrn war ol fb
Sigex JdIvT Gl AT fdege T8l o) fhr @ dHmer Rod dar

N\ BRATs TS | 39 Gy H R =maes & ol & IR e 14(7) A
,*Erf%i?r ITAR T U Rl, AN IS, Su@re ARIR T J&=A
O/ fafdear 1d @Ry AN, AFR & §RT SN U3 fQA1d 13.01.2022 & §RI

Siger JdIvl HHAR B WA & oy afded fear gam o sod AR
AT gRT W fHar 1 fb Siaex ydioT AR FFUTHT B & oy
3R T | ATIDT H $H T2 BT Bl oS A Bl IR A &l fhar T,
9 GRF 989 9 990 Py b UK [har| Ul saen | yiewe [Ude
H S Sfde’ YdIvT USId T AT & oy offeihd T8l 84 d1ad Ui
@1 TS IT AT A YA AT B T AN TS 7| 39 AWl § R
AT gRI U [Foig # gae Rule W fawga o= fear qer
AT 14(6) H I8 W a1 o Siqer aRaT ga- SR | AT 6
% foru 50 sRM giRUed, TR IR o R ATUReE & IR JWISl Bl
S @1 ol IHBT WY FHRI IR SF IR 9 SQR del T IR IqD

SR B W Sige’ YT JIad & F9db § | 3 I el A S
Fadl fb 7RIS BT ATl SellhiA | b 17 &7 |

26. R e gRT /e vy & W7 W 14(3) § oug W
wee b g b g 9 g8 A1 uran 1 b SF. udior usiid gIRT SfuRerd
T8 fhar mar) UTRRET Sf R, WRYT gRT oAy °d &
g1e RGNS ol ©f. [Se@RdT ga= gRT Sfuxe[ fdbam a7 |

27. 9 A | SIHY™ SEBRI §IRT 31U+ 3fgHe Rulic H fawga
fqaed far a1 2 &R AR <ITe gRT SS9 WR f[daR aR fawgd w9 9
e uiRd far a1 81 I & ufd @ 9o B O W Wmifds w5 |
3Ol UreT & BRI Yo a1 RUic qRdre & R WR g6l dRdlg T AR
9 ST § W AT SO AT bR 37 & | R YHE & oy wem
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TRIT ASIDHA Telloid] Bl Feg 8 W &l Siaexi & (g yd=™ foram o
Al 2| dhad IrEl b U & IR R gAA foran S A= T8l
=

J— 28. SR AMl H IR ey g1 fawga fdd=s &) ueM

1,!" Hfr_.l
'\_-\ L* ,—'

> i Equam%ﬁwzaszﬁﬁ@wﬁwﬁﬁﬂﬁa%sﬂawwwsmq
1? gﬂﬂ‘cﬁﬁ qUS HfRdr | 9T T8I Uil SR Sl Ui fAgT srefieRer <grarerd
C'uQI .\.u«d‘/ g7 forar Tar SO R far w1 R | 39 ATl B 4RI 482 TUS Ufghal
Afedar & d8d Uew wfdadl BT YN dRd gU fIgM IR <mrer g
aTRe S7eIfUd el fasTieh 27.09.2023 # BX&Y fhal SIHT =IrAMed Uedid 8l
BIAT | 3 RN <ITed &1 AR gite {6y S arg 2 |
29. IrAT DI IIFIBT S ORT 482 QUS Ufshar Aigdl @RSl @l
ST g de IR RO W WeH NI §®&A-7,  SEyR

HER gRT STERTY WRGT 2 9 3 Bl 3R I YKJd BIGaR] FORE A1ferent

/
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o

| 2

Ve,
O
\

AT 42 /2020 G 41,2022 4 HIad wU ¥ UMRT e f&1d 27.09.2023 Bl

gfie &I ST 2|
30. degEIR, Il @ 3R 9 UKd Ig Blolen) fafder e
FaRa & Sl 7 |
(YOGENDRA KUMAR PUROHIT),]
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