
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Criminal Writ Jurisdiction Case No.350 of 2015 

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

Sarla Devi Bajoria, Wife of Late Rajendra Bajoria, resident of Fancy Bazar 

Gauhati, P.s. Pan Bazar, District- Kamrup, Assam, Managing Partner of the 

firm M/s Nagarmal Sri Narayan Bajaj, Fancy Bazar, Gauhati-1 

....   ....    Petitioner 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar. 

2. The Senior Superintendent of Police, Biharsharif, Nalanda. 

3. The Superintendent of Police, Biharsharif, Nalanda. 

4. The Investigating Officer of Laheri P.S. Case No.206/14, Nalanda. 

5. Sri Abishek Kumar Sao, S/o Sri Rajendra Prasad, resident of Mohalla- 

Bharawpar, Biharsharif, P.S. Laheri, District- Nalanda, owner of M/s 

Tirupati Traders, Food Grain Merchant & Commission Agent, 

Agriculture Produce, Market Yard, Bazar Samiti Campus, 

Ramchandrapur, Biharsharif, P.S. Laheri, District- Nalanda, 

(Complainant/Informant)  

....   ....  Respondents 

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s          :      M/s. Shailendra Kr. Singh and 

                                                        Basant Kumar Singh, Advocates  

For the State                     :     Mr.   Rajesh Kumar, A.C. to G.P.28  

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ASHWANI KUMAR 

SINGH 

ORAL ORDER 

 

2 27-01-2016 By way of the present application preferred under 

Articles 226 and 227 of the Constitution of India, the petitioner 

seeks quashing of the FIR of Laheri P.S. Case No.206 of 2014 

registered under Sections 406, 420 and 120B of the Indian Penal 

Code. 

At the outset, learned counsel for the State has 

referred to para-8 of the counter affidavit and submitted that on 

completion of investigation, the police have already submitted 

their report under Section 173 CrPC in the court in which the 
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petitioner has not been sent up for trial. 

In view of the subsequent developments, which took 

place during pendency of the application, learned counsel for the 

petitioner seeks leave to withdraw the application. 

Leave is granted. 

The application is disposed of. 

 

 
 

 

N.H./- 

(Ashwani Kumar Singh, J) 
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