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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Criminal Miscellaneous No.55850 of 2018  

 

 Arising Out of PS.Case No. -88 Year- 2014 Thana -MADHEPURA COMPALINT CASE District- 

MADHEPURA 

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

Bibha Devi W/o Indu Yadav @ Indu Kumar Yadav, R/o Vill.- Arar, P.S.- 

Gawalpara, (Arar O.P.), District- Madhepura at present working as 

Assistant Manager, Reshna PACS, Block & P.S.- Gawalpara, District- 

Madhepura. 

 

....   ....    Petitioner 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar.   

2. Om Prakash Singh aged about 56 Years, S/o Late Shibanand Singh, 

R/o Vill.- Makhnaha Purbari Tola, P.O.- Haripur Madi, Via & Anchal 

Banmankhi, P.S.- Banmankhi, District- Purnea. 

 

....   ....  Opposite Parties 

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner                   :      Mr. Shashi Bhushan Kumar, Advocate. 

For the Opposite Parties      :      APP  

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE VIKASH JAIN 

ORAL ORDER 

 

3 10-10-2018 A mentioning slip has been filed on behalf of the 

petitioner to modify the order dated 06.10.2018 passed in Cr. Misc. 

No. 55850 of 2018. 

2.  Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that it 

has inadvertently been recorded in the last sentence of paragraph-

3 of the order dated 06.10.2018 that the petitioner, a lady, claims 

clean antecedents.  It is a matter of fact, a supplementary affidavit 

has been filed on behalf of the petitioner on 12.09.2018, in 

paragraph-4 whereof it was stated that Complaint Case No. C75 of 

2014 under Sections 138 N.I . Act, and Sections 406 and 420 of the 
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Indian Penal Code had been instituted against the petitioner before 

the S.D.J.M., Uda-Kishunganj. 

3.  Having heard learned counsel for the petitioner, 

this Court is satisfied that it has been observed in paragraph-3 of 

the order dated 06.10.2018 that the petitioner claimed clean 

antecedents which was in oversight of the supplementary affidavit 

aforesaid.  

4.  In the above circumstances, let the order dated 

06.10.2018 be treated as modified only to the extent that the last 

sentence of paragraph-3 thereof shall read as follows- “The petitioner is a lady”. 
 

 
 

 

Md. Ibrarul/- 

(Vikash Jain, J) 

 

 
U  T  

 


