
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 

 
Criminal Miscellaneous No.46711 of 2013 

 

  

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

1. Gautam Singh.   

2. Pashupati Singh.  

3. Triloki Singh @ Dhiraj Kumar.  

4. Bambam Singh.  

All 1 to 4 are sons of Late Bhageran Singh, resident of village- Aababakkarpur.  

5. Ram Bilas Rai, son of  Bhikhar Rai.  

6. Rajesh Rai.  

7. Ramesh Rai. 

Both 6 and 7 are sons of  Ram Bilas Rai. 

5, 6 and 7 are resident of village- Sabha Udaipur. 

All 1 to 7 are under P.S.-N.H. Bangra, District- Samastipur. 

 

....   ....    Petitioners. 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar.   

2. Ram Chandra Singh, son of Late Maheshwar Singh, resident of village- 

Aababakkarpur, P.S.- N.H. Bangra, District- Samastipur. 

 

....   ....  Opposite Parties. 

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioners                :         Mr. Kumar Praveen, Advocate. 

For the State                         :         Mr. Dashrath Mehta, A.P.P. 

For the Opposite Party No.2 :        M/s. R.S. Pradhan, Senior Advocate & A.N. Rai, 

                                                       Advocate. 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJENDRA KUMAR MISHRA 

ORAL JUDGMENT 

Date: 05-04-2016 

------------- 

 

 Heard the parties. 

2.  This application under Section 482 of the Code of 

Criminal Procedure is directed against the order 31.05.2013 passed  in 

Criminal Revision No.244 of 2013, whereby the learned Sessions 

Judge, Samastipur, dismissed the aforesaid Criminal Revision of the 

petitioner, affirming the order dated 11.04.2013 passed by the Sub 
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Divisional Magistrate, Samastipur, in M.R. No.183 of 2013, issuing 

notice of show cause under Sections 107/111 of the Code of Criminal 

Procedure to the members of the second party/petitioners on the basis 

of the application filed on behalf of the opposite party no.2 as to why 

they be not directed to execute the bond of Rs.20,000/- with two 

sureties of the like amount each to maintain peace for one year. 

3. On going through the impugned order, I find no 

illegality therein amounting to an abuse of the process of the court, 

calling for interference in an extraordinary jurisdiction of this Court 

under Section 482 of the Code of Criminal Procedure.  

4.  Accordingly, this application stands dismissed. 

 

 

 

 

             P.S./- 

                                    (Rajendra Kumar Mishra, J) 
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