
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL APPEAL (SJ) No.2279 of 2024

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-64 Year-2016 Thana- NAVINAGAR District- Aurangabad
======================================================
Mukesh Kumar Singh Son of Tripurari Singh Resident of village - Shivbigha,
P.S.- Nabinagar, District - Aurangabad.

...  ...  Appellant/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar 

2. Krishna Rajak Son of  Late Bhikhar  Rajak Resident  of  village  -  Mansuri
Mohalla, Ward No.- 3, P.S.- Nabinagar, District - Aurangabad.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Appellant/s :  Mr.Shyam Kishore, Advocate 
For the Respondent/s :  Mr.Binay Krishna, Spl. P.P.
For the Informant :  Mrs. Mira Kumari, Advocate 
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJIV ROY

ORAL ORDER

5 17-02-2025   Learned  counsel  for  the  appellant  undertakes  to

remove the defect(s) as pointed out by the office. 

2. Heard Mr. Shyam Kishore, learned counel for the

appellant, Mrs. Mira Kumari representing the informant and Mr.

Binay Krishna, learned Spl. P.P.

3. The present  appeal has been preferred for

invoking  power  conferred  under  section  14-

A(1)  of  the  Scheduled  Caste  and  Scheduled

Tribes  (Prevention  of  Atrocities)  Act,  1989

(hereinafter  referred  to  as  "the  Act"]  for

setting  aside  the  cognizance  order  dated

17.04.2017  and  other  consequential
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proceedings  passed  in  G.R.  No.

774/16/Nabinagar  P.S.  Case  No.  64  of  2016

whereby the learned A.C.J.M. 1, Aurangabad,

Bihar  was  pleased  to  take  cognizance  for

offence under sections 384, 504, 506/34 of the

Indian Penal Code and section 3(1)(x) of the

Scheduled Caste  & Scheduled (Prevention of

Atrocities)  Act  on  the  report  of  one  Krishna

Rajak  (Opposite  Party  No.  2)  and  summon

dated 11.03.2024 issued by the learned Special

Judge,  SC/ST,  Aurangabad  served  to  the

appellant on 24.04.2024.

3.  After  some  argument,  learned  counsel  for  the

appellant prays for withdrawal of the petition.

4. Accordingly, the same is dismissed as withdrawn. 
    

Ravi/-
(Rajiv Roy, J)
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