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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Criminal Writ Jurisdiction Case No.693 of 2014 

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

Rakesh Kumar Poddar, son of Arun Kumar Poddar, resident of village- 

Makhdumpur, P.S.- Korha, District- Katihar 

 

....   ....    Petitioner 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar, through D.G.P., Bihar, Patna 

2. The Superintendent of Police, Kishanganj. 

3. The S.D.P.O., Kishanganj. 

4. The Thana In-charge, Kishanganj, P.S. Kishanganj. 

5. Subodh Kumar Deo @ Dr. Bablu, son of late Ram Narayan Deo, 

resident of Mohalla- Hawai Adda Road, Machh Mara, P.S. Kishanganj, 

District- Kishanganj.   

 

....   ....  Respondent/s 

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s         :      Mr. Radha Mohan Singh, Advocate. 

For the State                   :      Mr. Ashutosh Singh, AC to SC-1. 

For the Resp. No. 5        :      Dr. Manoj Kumar, Advocate. 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE VIKASH JAIN 

                                     ORAL ORDER 

 

3 17-04-2015 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned 

A.P.P. for the State. 

2.  The present petition has been filed for quashing 

the F.I.R. of Kishanganj P.S. Case No. 436 of 2013 under Sections 

406, 420, 323, and 504 of the Indian Penal Code and to initiate a 

fair investigation in the instant case. 

3.  It is submitted that the complaint (subsequently 

converted into the instant F.I.R.) has been filed only to harass the 

petitioner who in fact had earlier lodged Kishanganj P.S. Case No. 

214 of 2013 against the complainant/informant. 

4.  Be that as it may, learned counsel for the 
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Respondent No. 5 makes statement that investigation has since 

been concluded by the police and chargesheet no. 273 of 2014 has 

already been submitted against the accused. 

5.  Having regard to the statement made on behalf of 

Respondent No. 5 to the effect that investigation has already been 

concluded, this Court is not inclined to quash the F.I.R. and the 

writ petition stands disposed of. 

 
 

 

Md. Ibrarul/- 

                                                      (Vikash Jain, J) 

 
U  T  

 

 


