
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 

Criminal Miscellaneous No.20253 of 2016 

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

Mohan Sah, Son of Halkhori Sah, Partner of Khushi Agro Mini Rice Mills, 

Varela resident of Village- Sahuka, P.O. Dumri Sahpur, P.S. Sheo Sagar, 

District-Rohtas.                                              

....   ....    Petitioner 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar. 

2. Bihar State Food & Civil Supplies Corporation Ltd. 

3. Jai Narain Thakur, S/o not known, Prince Chamber, Advocate 

Association, Patna High. 

4. Gyanendra Kumar Singh, S/o not known, Prince Chamber, Advocate 

Association, Patna High Court.                              

....   ....  Opposite Parties 

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner             :      Dr. (Mr.) Amarendra Kumar, Advocate & 

                                                Ashutosh Tripathi, Advocate. 

For the Opposite Party      :     Mr. Ashok Kumar(App) 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SUDHIR SINGH 

ORAL ORDER 

 

3 28-09-2016                   I.A. No. 1851 of 2016. 

                  The Interlocutory Application has been filed on behalf 

of learned counsel for the petitioner making a prayer for deleting 

the statements made in paragraph nos. 4 and 11 of the 

modification application. Learned counsel appearing on behalf of 

the petitioner tenders unqualified apology for the statements made 

in paragraph nos. 4 and 11 of the modification application. 

                   Considering the aforesaid facts and circumstances, the 

prayer made in Interlocutory Application, I.A. No. 1851/2016 is 

allowed. Learned counsel for the petitioner is permitted to delete 

the paragraph nos. 4 and 11 of the modification application. 
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                 A show cause has been filed on behalf of opposite party 

nos. 3 and 4 in which they have controverted the statements made 

in paragraph nos. 4 and 11 of the modification application. 

                 Considering the said facts, the show cause filed on 

behalf of opposite party nos. 3 and 4 is accepted. 

                  After some argument, learned counsel for the petitioner 

seeks permission to withdraw the modification application. 

                   Permission is accorded. 

                   The modification application is, accordingly, 

dismissed as withdrawn.                 

 
U.K./- (Sudhir Singh, J) 

U  T  

 


