
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 

 
Criminal Writ Jurisdiction Case No.837 of 2014 

 

 Arising Out of PS. Case No. -63 Year- 2013 Thana -Mednichowki District- LAKHISARAI 

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

Rama Devi W/o Sri Saudagar Pandit, R/o- Salarpur, P.S.- Mednichouki, District- 

Lakhisarai 

....   ....    Petitioner 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar through the Secretary Home (Police) Department, Bihar, 

Patna. 

2.  Director General of Police, Bihar, Patna. 

3.  Deputy Inspector General of Police, Munger Range, Munger. 

4.  Superintendent of Police, Lakhisarai 

5.  Deputy Superintendent of Police, Lakhisarai  

6.  Inspector of Police, Surajgarha Police Station, Lakhisarai 

7. Baleshwar Rai, son of unknown, the Officer-in-Charge-cum – Investigating 

Officer, Medni Chowki Police Station Munger.  

....   ....  Respondents 

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner     :   Mr. Chandra Shekhar Sharma,  

                                     Mr. Dinesh Kumar Jha, Advocates 

For the Respondents:   Mr. Krishna Chandra Jha, AC to AAG14 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE VIKASH JAIN 

ORAL JUDGMENT 

Date: 10-04-2015 

 

 The present writ petition has been filed with a prayer for 

direction to the respondent-authorities to investigate the case in proper 

manner and conclude the same expeditiously and for other connected 

reliefs.  

2.     A counter affidavit has been filed on behalf of 

respondent no.4, inter alia, referring to the supervision note of the 

Superintendent of Police, Lakhisarai dated 17.08.2014 wherein, on 

finding the allegations to be false, it has been recommend to submit 

final report. It is further stated that the petitioner herself has stated in 
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paragraph 7 of the writ petition that she has already filed a protest 

petition before the learned Chief Judicial Magistrate, Lakhisarai with 

regard to investigation of the case.  

3.       Though a copy of the said counter affidavit has been 

served on the learned counsel for the petitioner on 17.03.2015, no 

rejoinder to the same has been filed.  

4.     Having regard to the facts and circumstances of the 

case and in view of the supervision note, referred to above, the writ 

petition stands dismissed.  

 

 

 

 

B.T/- 
                     (Vikash Jain, J) 

U  T  

 


