
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Criminal Miscellaneous No.29277 of 2014 

 

 Arising Out of PS.Case No. -1358 Year- 2013 Thana -PATNA COMPLAINT CASE District- 

PATNA 

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

1. M/s Otis Elevator Company (india) Ltd.  (Eastern Region ), Jeevan 

Deep, 1 Middleton Street, Kolkata-700071 through its Authorized 

Signatory of the company namely Shri P.K. Choudhary 

2. Harishikesh Ramesh Pawar Son of Late Ramesh Gajanan Paswar 

Presently posted as Regional Director, M/S Otis Elevator Company 

(India) Limited, (Eastern Region), Jeevan Deep,1 Middleton Street, 

Kolkata-700071 

3. Devashish Ghosh Son of Late Nagendra Nath Ghosh Presently Posted as 

Area In-Charge, Otis Elevator Company (India) Limited, Ranchi 

 

....   ....    Petitioners 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar    

2. Sanjay Yadav Son of Shri Ramdeo Yadav Yadav Timber, Main Road, 

Kankarbagh, P.S.- Kankarbagh, District- Patna 

 

....   ....  Opposite Parties 

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s          :     Mr. Madhuri Lata 

For the Opposite Party/s       :     Mr. Yogendra Kumar (App) 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJENDRA KUMAR 

MISHRA 

ORAL ORDER 

 

9 21-06-2017 This case has been listed under the heading “To Be 

Mentioned” at the instance of the learned counsel for the 

petitioners. 

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that, in 

fact, the petitioners are accused in Complaint Case No. 1358 (C) 

of 2013, which would appear from the Compliant Petition 

annexed with the petition, but inadvertently in the first paragraph 

and last paragraph of the application Complaint Case No. 1538 
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(C) of 2013 has wrongly been typed in place of Complaint Case 

No. 1358 (C) of 2013.  

While vide order dated 25.04.2017, the application 

filed on behalf of the petitioner was allowed, but due to wrong 

mentioning of Complaint case in application in the first paragraph 

and last paragraph of the application Complaint Case No. 1538 

(C) of 2013 has wrongly been typed in place of Complaint Case 

No. 1358 (C) of 2013.    

Learned counsel for the petitioner is permitted to 

make necessary correction in the application filed on behalf of the 

petitioners. 

 In view of the above, in the order dated 25.04.2017 

passed in Criminal Miscellaneous No. 29277 of 2014, the first 

paragraph and last paragraph be read as “Complaint Case No. 

1358 (C) of 2013” in place of Complaint Case No. 1538 (C) of 

2013. The order dated 25.04.2017 is modified, accordingly. 

 
 

 

manish/- 

(Rajendra Kumar Mishra, J) 
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