
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Criminal Writ Jurisdiction Case No.395 of 2015 

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

1. Shahnaz Khatoon,  w/o - Naushad Alam, R/o Village - Gorigawan, P.S. - 

Saraiya, District - Muzaffarpur. 

2. Md. Naeem Ansari, S/o - Fool Mohammed, R/o Village - Bhagwanpur 

Baniya, P.S. Saraiya, District - Muzaffarpur. 

 

....   ....    Petitioners 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar through the Principal Secretary, Department of Home, 

Govt. of Bihar, Patna.    

2. The Director General of Police, Bihar, Patna.   

3. The Deputy Director General of Police, Tirhut Division Muzaffarpur.   

4. The Superintendent of Police, District - Muzaffarpur.   

5. The Sub-Divisional Police Officer, Saraiya, District - Muzaffarpur.   

6. The Officer-In-Charge, Saraiya Police Station, Saraiya, District - 

Muzaffarpur (Bihar).   

7. The Investigating Officer, Mr. Ezaz Ahmad Khan, Saraiya Police Station, 

Saraiya, District - Muzaffarpur (Bihar).   

 

....   ....  Respondents 

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s         :      Mr. Uday Narayan Singh, Advocate 

For the Respondent/s       :     Mr. Sc9-R.N.Prasad 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ASHWANI KUMAR 

SINGH 

ORAL ORDER 

 

2 28-01-2016 In the present application under Articles 226 and 227 

of the Constitution of India, the prayers made by the petitioners in 

para-1 are as under :- 

“1. That this writ application is being 

preferred on behalf of the petitioner above 

named for the following reliefs:- 

(i)  For issuance of mandamus to the 

respondents for taking appropriate and speedy 

action against the accused persons named in the 
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FIR as well as against 10-15 unknown persons 

who were involved in thrashing petitioner No.1 

i.e. the informant of the case and the brother and 

son of the petitioner no.2 as well as the 

petitioner no.2. 

(ii)  For directing the respondent authorities 

for arresting the accused persons as even after 

more than 3 Months the accused persons are 

roaming scot free without fear of law and 

further indulging in tampering with evidences 

and intimidating the witnesses to become hostile 

and the said partisan act of the concerned I.O 

may deprive the petitioners and other victims 

from getting Justice. 

(iii)  For directing the respondent authorities 

especially the I.O of the case not to allow 

anarchy and chaos to prevail but to act in the 

interest of justice and in accordance with law. 

(iv)  For any other relief/reliefs as your 

Lordships may deem fit and proper in the fact 

and circumstances of the case.” 

At the outset, learned counsel for the petitioners 
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submits that since the grievance of the petitioners has already been 

redressed, he has instructions not to press the application. 

In that view of the matter, the application is 

dismissed as infructuous.  

 

 
 

 

N.H./- 

(Ashwani Kumar Singh, J) 

 
U  T  

 


