
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 

 
Criminal Writ Jurisdiction Case No.698 of 2015 

 

 Arising Out of PS.Case No. -null Year- null Thana -null District- BUXAR 

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

1. Jai Prakash Mishra, son of Shiv Shankar Mishra, resident of Village- Chhotka 

Rajpur, P.S.- Simari, District- Buxar. 

2. Santosh Kumar Mishra, son of Rajendra Mishra, resident of Village- Tirpurwa, 

P.S.- Sikraul, District- Buxar. 

3. Vishwanath Rai son of Late Bachcha Babu Rai, resident of Village- Tutuwari, 

P.S.- Narhi, District Balia (U.P.) 

 

....   ....    Petitioners 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar, through the Director General of Police, Bihar, Patna.   

2. Inspector General of Police, Magadh Range, Patna.   

3. D.I.G., Magadh Range, Patna.   

4. S.P. Buxar.   

5. Dy. S. P. Buxar.   

6. S.H.O. Buxar Town, Buxar.   

7. Sima Pandey  daughter of Parash Nath Choubey, resident of Village- Ahirauli, 

P.S.- Buxar Industrial, District- Buxar. 

 

....   ....  Respondents 

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

Appearance : 

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

For the Respondent/s :        Mr. S. Paswan, G.P.-29 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ASHWANI KUMAR SINGH 

ORAL JUDGMENT 

Date: 04-02-2016 

 

 By way of the present application preferred under 

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

seek quashing of the first information report (for short “the FIR”) 

of Buxar Town P. S. Case No. 138 of 2015 dated 30.03.2015 
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registered under Sections 419, 420, 467, 468, 471 and 120-B read 

with 34 of the Indian Penal Code. 

2.  Learned counsel for the petitioners has 

contended that allegations made in the FIR are absolutely false and 

fabricated. 

3.  Be that as it may, this is not the stage at which 

the Court would appreciate the defence of the petitioners. The facts 

mentioned in the FIR do attract the ingredients of a cognizable 

offence. 

4.  In that view of the matter, I do not find any 

merit in this application. Accordingly, it is dismissed.  

 

 

 

 

 

Kanchan/- 

(Ashwani Kumar Singh, J.) 

 
U  T  

 


