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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No. 49105 of 2014

Arising Out of P.S. Case No.-291 Year-2014 Thana- KOTWALI District- Patna

Ram Chandra Bhagat, Son of Late Sarwajeet Bhagat.
Indra Bhagat Wife of Sri Ram Chandra Bhagat.
Praveen Alias Praveen Kumar Son of Ram Chandra Bhagat.

Sudha Kumari Wife of Sri Manish Kumar Panjiyar.
All residents of Ram Krishna Nagar, New Byepass Road, P.S. Ramkrishna
Nagar, P.O Dhelwan, District Patna.

...... Petitioner/s
Versus

The State of Bihar
Manish Kumar Panjiyar Son of Ashok Kumar Panjiyar.

Nilima Panjiyar Wife of Ashok Kumar Panjiyar.

Both Resident of Flat No. 3 A Shail Madhuri Apartment, Kokar Chuna
Bhatta, Ranchi, -1 at preset residing at Flat No. 15/B Raghubansh Apartment
Post Office Road, P.S. Shastri Nagar, District Patna-800023.

The Senior Superintendent of Police, Ranchi, State of Jharkhand.

...... Opposite Party/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Gouranga Chatterjee
For the Opposite Party/s : Mr. B. K. Sinha, Sr. Advocate

Mr. Ranjan Kumar Sinha and
Ms. Seema, Advocates

For the State : Mr. Jharkhandi Upadhyay, A.P.P.
Mr. Shyam Bihari Singh, A.P.P.

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE AHSANUDDIN
AMANULLAH
ORAL ORDER

Heard Mr. Gouranga Chatterjee, learned counsel for
the petitioners; Mr. Jharkhandi Upadhyay, learned A.P.P. for the
State and Mr. B.K. Sinha, learned senior counsel along with Mr.
Ranjan Kumar Sinha, learned counsel for the opposite parties
no. 2 and 3.

2. The petitioners have moved the Court under
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Section 482 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973 for the
following relief:
“That this a petition for quashing of
the order of cognizance dated 27/06/2014
passed by Learned CJM, Patna in Kotwali P.S.
Case No. 291/2014 u/s 341, 323, 504, 506, 34
LP.C. pending before CJM at Patna.”

3. On the last occasion, the Court had taken strong
objection to the opposite party no. 2 not being present in Court.
Pursuant thereto, he is present in Court along with his mother
i.e., both the opposite parties no. 2 and 3 are present. The
petitioners no. 1 and 4 are also present.

4. On the request of the Court, Mr. Rajeeva Roy,
learned counsel, who earlier was acting as a Mediator between
the parties, in another proceeding, is also present.

5. After some arguments, learned counsel for the
petitioners submitted that he may be permitted to withdraw the
application.

6. Having regard to the aforesaid, the application

stands disposed off as withdrawn.

(Ahsanuddin Amanullah, J.)

P. Kumar
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