
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.12853 of 2023

In
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.48484 of 2021

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-317 Year-2020 Thana- KUMAR KHAND District- Madhepura
======================================================
Vikki Singh @ Vikash Kumar Singh, S/o Munchun Singh @ Shyamal Kishor
Singh R/o Kumarkhand Ward no. 14, P.S.- Kumarkhand, Distt- Madhepura.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

The State of Bihar 

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Rupesh Kumar, Advocate
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr. Parmanand Prasad, APP
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SANJEEV PRAKASH 
SHARMA

ORAL ORDER

2 22-03-2023 The  present  application  has  been  filed  for

modification of the order dated 14.02.2022, passed by this Court

in Cr. Misc. No. 48484 of 2021, to the extent that in the cause

title  of  the  said  order,  the  name of  the  petitioner  be  read as

“Vikash  Kumar  Singh”  instead  of  “Vikki  Singh,  Son  of

Munchun Singh”.

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that though

in the said petition, the name of the petitioner was mentioned as

“Vikki Singh” since the same name was mentioned in the FIR

also, but in the AADHAR Card, the name of the petitioner has

been mentioned as “Vikash Kumar”.

This  Court  has  considered the submission  made on
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behalf of the petitioner. This Court finds that in the order passed

by the Court of Sessions, where the petitioner’s anticipatory bail

application  was  rejected,  the  name  of  the  petitioner  was

mentioned as “Vikki Singh”  and the same name is mentioned in

the FIR also. 

In  view  thereof,  the  claim  of  the  petitioner  for

correcting the name of the petitioner in the cause title of the said

order is not made out.

As such, the prayer of the petitioner is rejected and

the present application is dismissed. 

However, it is made clear that this order of rejection

would not come in the way of the petitioner to avail appropriate

remedy in accordance with law. 
    

Amrendra/-
Item No. 2

                                  (Sanjeev Prakash Sharma, J)
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