
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 

Criminal Miscellaneous No. 33798 of 2015 

Arising out of PS. Case No. 51 Year-2014 Thana-Gopalganj City District-Gopalganj 

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

Shailesh Kumar Singh, Son of Late Upendra Prasad Singh, R/o Palmerganj, P.O.-

Lohardaga, District-Lohardaga, Jharkhand-835 302.  At present residing at Flat No. 

303-D Sharan Status, Motera Road, Ahmadabad, Gujarat-380 005. 

                                                                           ………..Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar. 

2. Savita Devi, Wife of Sri Dilip Pandey, resident of Jingna Pandit, P.O.-Jingna 

Dubey, P.S.-Bhore, District-Gopalganj.  At present residing at Village-Barnaiya 

Visa, P.O.-Balthari, P.S.-Vuchay Coat, District-Gopalganj. 

                                                                     ……….Opposite Party/s 

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

Appearance: 

For the Petitioner/s           : Mr. Rajan Ghoshrave, Adv. 

For the O.P. No. 2       : Mr. Pankaj Kumar Dubey, Adv. 

For the State         : Mr. Ram Priya Sharan Singh, APP 

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

CORAM : HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ASHUTOSH KUMAR 

ORAL ORDER   

 

03/-    21.08.2020   

Heard Mr. Rajan Ghoshrave, learned counsel for the 

petitioner and Mr. Pankaj Kumar Dubey, learned counsel for 



the opposite party No. 2.  The State is represented by Mr. Ram 

Priya Sharan Singh, learned APP.  

This is an application for quashing of the First 

Information Report of Gopalganj Town P.S. Case No. 51 of 

2014, dated 01.02.2014, which has been registered for the 

offences under Sections 406, 420, 418, 409 and 120(B) of the 

Indian Penal Code. 

Learned counsel for the petitioner is not in a position to 

categorically inform this Court whether the investigation has 

still remained pending or has been concluded. 

In any view of the matter, an investigation of a case 

should not be allowed to remain pending for so many years.   

In the event of the investigation not having been 

concluded, this Court directs that the same may be concluded 

within a period of three months from the date of 

receipt/production of a copy of this order. 

The order shall be implemented only if the investigation 

has remained pending till date. 



If a report has been submitted and the matter has 

travelled to the Court of law, the petitioner would have the 

liberty to take recourse of the judicial remedies. 

With the aforesaid observation, the petition stands 

disposed off. 

                 (Ashutosh Kumar, J.) 

Praveen-II/-        
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