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J_I:%asara, Thana- Sanjhauli, District- Rohtas (Bihar).

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Criminal Writ Jurisdiction Case N0.939 of 2014

Ram Surat Singh @ Ram Surati Singh, Son of Chandrika Singh, Gram-

Petitioner.
Versus
1. The State of Bihar.
2. The Commissionr Home (Police) Department, Bihar, Patna.
3. The D.G.P., Bihar, Patna.
4. The Inspector General of Police, Patna Division, Patna.
. The Dy. Inspector General of Police, Dehri on Sone, Rohtas.

6./ The District Magistrate, Rohtas (Sasaram).

7. The Superintendent of Police, Dehri on Sone, Rohtas.

8. The Deputy Superintendent of Police, Bikramganj, Rohtas.

9. The Officer Incharge, Sanjhauli, Rohtas.

10. Ramashish Singh, Son of Medhu Singh.

11. Digti Singh, son of Ram Ashish Singh.

12. Mahatam Singh @ Ram Sagar Singh, son of Shukur Singh.

13. Chandradip Singh, son of Bihari Singh.

14. Jawabhir Singh, Son of Bihari Singh.

15. Kameshwar Sharma, son of Basoropan,
No. 10 to 15 are resident of Gram- Basaura, P.O. Sanjhauli, District-
Rohtas

16. Rajdeo Ram, son of Basaui Ram, Gram- Mathurapur, P.O. Masuna, P.S.
Sanjhauli, District- Rohtas.

........ Respondents
Appearance :
For the Petitioner : Mr. Indradeo Prasad, Advocate.
For the Respondents . Mr. K.B.Singh , SC 22.

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE GOPAL PRASAD
ORAL ORDER

Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned
counsel for the State.
This writ petition has been filed for disposing of the
petition and proper action be taken to the effect of Annexure-2.
Further a direction has been issued to save his property and life as
property and life of the petitioner is in danger for which he has

lodged a case bearing Sanjhauli P.S. Case No. 32 of 2014
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registered for offence under Sections 406, 420, 323, 504, 506 and
511 of the Indian Penal Code as well as Section 27 of the Arms
Act dated 06.06.2014. It is alleged that accused persons snatched
the property of the petitioner in collusion with other accused
persons, and threatening him and hence he has lodged a case, but
police did not taken any action.

However, a direction has been issued to file a counter
affidavit whether Final Form has been submitted or not.

Learned counsel for the State submits that Final Form has
been submitted.

Having regard to the fact, Final Form has been submitted
and hence grievance of the petitioner has been redressed. Now the
petitioner may proceed further in accordance with law on the
submission of the Final Form.

Accordingly, the petition is disposed of.

(Gopal Prasad, J)



