
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Criminal Writ Jurisdiction Case No.947 of 2014 

====================================================== 

Daya Devi Wife of Late Ganesh Prasad Resident of Village- Barwari, P.S. 

Fatehpur, District- Gaya. 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar through Director General of Police, Bihar, Patna. 

2. The Superintendent of Police, Gaya. 

3. The Additional Superintendent of Police, Gaya. 

4. The Sub-Divisional Police Officer, Wazirganj, District- Gaya. 

5. The Officer-in-Charge, Fatehpur Police Station, District- Gaya. 

6. Sanjay Kumar Rai @ Pappu Kumar. 

7. Rajiv Kumar Rai @ Manjay Kumar. 

Both Sons of Sri Kishun Prasad. 

8. Ram Swaroop Prasad Son of Late Visheshwar Prasad.  

9. Akashdeep @ Guddu 

10. Rakesh Kumar @ Pintu 

Both Sons of Ram Swaroop Prasad. 

Sl. No. 6 to 10 are Resident of Village- Barwari, P.S. Fatehpur, District- 

Gaya. 

11. Ashok Kumar Son of Kailash Prasad. 

12. Suresh Prasad Son of Late Ramayan Prasad,  

Both Serial No. 11 to 12 are resident of Village- Karma, P.S. Fatehpur, 

District- Gaya. 

....   ....  Respondent/s 

====================================================== 

Appearance : 
For the Petitioner/s  :      Mr.  

For the Respondent/s  :      Mr.  

====================================================== 

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE AHSANUDDIN  

                  AMANULLAH 
                                               ORAL ORDER 

 

7 17-07-2015 Nobody appears on behalf of the petitioner.  

Learned AC to GP-25 for the State is present.  

Pursuant to order dated 30.06.2015, a report 

has been received from the Senior Superintendent of Police, 

Gaya under letter No. 993/Legal Cell dated 13.07.2015 in 

which besides other things it has been stated that chargesheet 

has been submitted on 16.10.2013, 04.07.2015 and 

13.07.2015 against the three accused who have been found to 
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be involved in the crime and they have also been arrested.  

 In view of the aforesaid, since the prayer in 

the writ petition was to direct the respondents to conduct fair 

investigation and take proper action against the private 

respondents and the police having concluded the investigation 

and submitted chargesheet against the three accused and also 

arrested/remanded them, this Court does not deem it 

necessary to keep the matter pending.  

Accordingly, the application having become 

infructuous, stands disposed off.  

 
 

 
P. Kumar 

                                               (Ahsanuddin Amanullah, J.) 

 

U  T  

 
 


