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SUPREME COURT OF INDTIA
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

SUO MOTO WRIT PETITION(CRIMINAL) No(s).4/2026
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GIRL AT HER MATRIMONIAL HOME
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Mr. Yash Johri, Adv.
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Mr. Kabir Singh, Adv.
Mr. Prashant Rawat, AOR

UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
ORDER

1. Ms. Twisha Sharma, a 33-year-old corporate professional and a
former actor, unfortunately died an unnatural death at her
matrimonial home in Bhopal on 12.05.2026. A news article published
by India Today on 18.05.2026, followed by several media reports
thereafter, alleged institutional bias and questioned the fairness
and impartiality of the investigation being conducted by the State
Police. The reason attributed to the alleged lack of impartiality
was that the husband of the deceased is a practising lawyer and her
mother-in-law is a retired District Judge.

2. It, thus, appears that the family members of the deceased
questioned the response of the police authorities and alleged undue
influence in the matter of investigation. A narrative was also
created that a fair investigation was being denied on account of
the involvement of the judiciary. It is in this backdrop that these
suo motu proceedings have been initiated by us.

3. Meanwhile, certain developments have taken place. The Madhya
Pradesh High Court vide an order dated 22.05.2026 took notice of
one of the concerns raised by the family members of the deceased
and directed that a second postmortem examination was necessary to
clear all doubts from any quarter and to bolster the confidence of
any common person in the entire process.

4. Shri Tushar Mehta, 1learned Solicitor General of 1India,
representing the State of Madhya Pradesh, informs that in deference

to those directions, a second autopsy was conducted by a team of
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doctors from All India Institute of Medical Sciences, New Delhi, at
Bhopal. Thereafter, the body was cremated yesterday.

5. The only issue as of now that survives for consideration is
the consent and recommendations made by the State of Madhya Pradesh
seeking to hand over the investigation to the Central Bureau of
Investigation. Since the State Government has already recommended
an investigation by CBI, the learned Solicitor General has assured
us that he will take up the matter with the authorities so as to
ensure that the CBI immediately takes over the investigation and
makes an endeavour to complete the same promptly.

6. We would 1like to impress upon the family members of the
victim, as well as the accused person(s), that instead of making
statements in public or before media platforms, they should get
their version recorded before the investigating agency so that no
prejudice or adverse impact is caused to the ongoing investigation.
As already observed earlier, we also request the media to avoid
recording statements of the persons who are likely to be potential
witnesses or accused, as it may unnecessarily prejudge the outcome
on certain issues, which are yet to be investigated. We will also
request the general public to refrain from speculation and have
trust and faith in one of the premier investigating agency, which,
we are sure, in due course of time will take the investigation to a
logical conclusion.

7. While making observations above, it is clarified that we have
not expressed any opinion on the merits of the allegations or
otherwise, and it 1is entirely left for the investigating agency to

look into the different aspects/cross-versions of the parties.
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Similarly, we have not expressed any opinion with respect to the
rights or privileges of both sides, which they will be entitled to
seek before an appropriate forum in accordance with the law.

8. With these observations and directions, the petition stands

disposed of. Pending applications, if any, also stand closed.

(ARJUN BISHT) (PREETHI DILEEP KUMAR)
ASTT. REGISTRAR-cum-PS ASSISTANT REGISTRAR
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