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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA

Criminal Writ Jurisdiction Case No.265 of 2015

C D D Arising Out of PS.Case No. -null Year- null Thana -null District- DARBHANGA
i

-
Jyoti Credit'& Saving Swablambi Sahkari Samiti Limited having its principal place
of business ‘and registered office at 2, Dharamveer Market, Mathura Road,
Badarpur, New Delhi- 110 044, represented through its Authorized Representative
as well as the Vice President, namely Shri Rakesh Kumar Jha son of Shri Durga
Nand Jha, Resident of village and Post- Bhawanipur via Pandaul, District-
Madhubani, Bihar- 847234

?\_‘"’"’ weee ... Petitioner
O \ Versus
L.-The State of Bihar represented through the Director General of Police, Bihar,
Patna
2. The Superintendent of Police, Darbhanga
3. The Sub-Divisional Police Officer, Benipur, District- Darbhanga
4. The Station House Officer, Bahera Police Station, District Darbhanga

.... Respondents

Appearance :
For the Petitioner :  Mr. Kumar Ravish,

Mr. Arif Daula Siddiqui, Advocates
For the Respondents: Mr. Manoj Kumar Sinha, AC to SC 30

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE VIKASH JAIN
ORAL JUDGMENT
Date: 17-04-2015

Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned
Assistant Counsel to Standing Counsel No.30 for the State.

2. The present writ petition has been filed with a prayer
for direction to the respondents for unsealing the business/
commercial tenanted premises of the petitioner situated at Room
Nos.C/12 & C/13, Mauza Benipur, Mohalla Prakash Market, Police
Station Bahera, Post Office Benipur opposite State Bank of India,
District Darbhanga.

3. It is submitted that the respondents have no authority
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to seal the immovable property of the petitioner-Society.

4. A counter affidavit has been filed on behalf of the
respondents, paragraph 21 and 22 whereof discloses that the
Investigating Officer of the case after proper investigation has since
unsealed the premises in question and handed over the same to the
petitioner’s employee.

5.  Having regard to the aforesaid statements made in the
counter affidavit, the grievance of the petitioner stands redressed. The

writ petition stands disposed of as infructuous.

(Vikash Jain, J)




