IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA

1. Sakur Mian son of late Fulman Mian @ late Fulkan Mian, resident of
Village- Daniyal Parsauna, Police Station- Sathi, District- West
Champaran.

Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar through the Principal Secretary, Department of Home
(Police), Government of Bihar, Patna .

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

3. The Deputy Inspector General of Police, Champaran Range, Bettiah,
District- West Champaran.

4. The Superintendent of Police, Bettiah, District- West Champaran.

5. The Deputy Superintendent of Police, Bettiah, District- West
Champaran.

6. The Station House Officer, Sathi Police Station, District- West
Champaran.

7. Neyaz Ahmad Ansari, the Assistant Sub- Inspector of Police (1.0.),
Sathi Police Station, District- West Champaran.

8. Md. Imroj @ Shami Akhtar son of late Sheikh Zaharuddin,

9. Fazlu Rahman son of Late Sheikh Zaharuddin,

10. Dhanraj Sah son of Jiut Sah,

11. Jahangir Mian son of Rasid Mian,

12. Alamgir Mian son of Rasid Mian,

13. Rajdeo Sah son of Harihar Sah,

14. Manoj Yadav son of Bira Yadav,

15. Suresh Sah son of late Sakal Sah,

16. Rajendra Sah son of Late Sakal Sah,

17. Beer Sah son of Bachawan Sah

18. Niraj Sah @ Dhur Sah son of Bachawan Sah

19. Rasid Mian son of late Sultan Mian

20. Hasina Khatoon daughter of Rasid Mian

21. Nasina Khatoon wife of Jahangir Mian

22. Lalsa Khatoon Wife of Rasid Mian

23. Tasmul Khatoon wife of Alamgir Mian, 8 to 23 are resident of village-
Daniyal Parsauna, Police Station- Sathi, District- West Champaran.

.... Respondent/s

Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Bashishtha Narayan Mishra
For the Respondent/s : Mr. Mani Kant Mishra (Gp 25)

ORAL ORDER

3  03-11-2017 The writ application was filed for a direction to the



Patna High Court Cr. WJC No0.1186 of 2015 (3) dt.03-11-2017

P2/

respondent authorities for fair and expeditious investigation of
Sathi P.S. Case No0.179 of 2015 a case registered under Section
307 and other allied sections of the Indian Penal Code.

Learned counsel for the parties informed the Court that
police has already completed the investigation of the case and on
the basis of protest petition filed by the informant, the learned
Court-below has already taken cognizance in this case. Hence,
this application has become infructuous.

Accordingly, it stands dismissed as infructuous.

(Birendra Kumar, J)




