
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 

 
Criminal Writ Jurisdiction Case No.321 of 2016 

 

 Arising out of PS.Case No. - Year-  Thana - District- PATNA 

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

Krishna Singh, Son of Late Chandradeo Singh, Resident of Village- Bara, Police 

Station- Bhagwanganj, District- Patna. 

 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar through the Chief Secretary, Bihar, Patna.   

2. The Chief Secretary, Bihar, Patna.   

3. The Principal Secretary, Department of Home, Bihar, Patna.   

4. The Director General and Inspector General of Police, Bihar, Patna.   

5. The Deputy Inspector General of Police, Patna Range, Patna.   

6. The District Magistrate, Patna.   

7. The Senior Superintendent of Police, Patna.   

8. The Officer-in-charge, Bhagwanganj Police Station, Police Station- Gaurichak, 

District- Patna.   

 

....   ....  Respondent/s 

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s    :         Mr. Sanjay Kumar, Advocate.  

For the Respondent/s :        Mr. Wasi Ahmad Khan, A.C. to S.C. 25.  

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE HEMANT GUPTA 

                                                 ORAL JUDGMENT 

Date: 29-08-2016 

 

 Heard learned counsel for the parties.  

2. The petitioner, Chairman of Primary Agriculture 

Credit Society, has invoked the jurisdiction of this Court for seeking 

protection of his life and property as he is working in an area suffering 

from the naxal activities. The petitioner relies upon report of the Sub-

Inspector submitted to the Senior Superintendent of Police 

recommending police help to the petitioner.  

3. In the counter affidavit filed, it has been averred that 

the petitioner is relying upon an old case instituted at the instance of 
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his son which does not lead to a conclusion that there is immediate 

threat to the petitioner or to his godown. It is also averred that local 

police is constantly monitoring the godown as well as nearby places to 

look for miscreants or any suspicious activity but nothing transpired 

during such monitoring and that there has been no recent naxalite 

activity in the region.  

4. In view of the averment made in the counter 

affidavit, I do not find that there is any threat perception which may 

entitle the petitioner for grant of police security.  

5. The writ application is, accordingly, dismissed.   

 

 

 

 

 

P.K.P. 

N.A.F.R.  

(Hemant Gupta, J) 
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