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21-01-2015

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Criminal Miscellaneous No.51917 of 2014

Arising Out of PS.Case No. -30 Year- 2011 Thana -BRAHMPUR District- BUXAR

areram Pandey Son of Sri Ramadhar Pandey residence of Mohalla -
Katira, Ara, P.S. - Nawada, District - Bhojpur, Permanent Address - R/o
Village - Nandpur, P.S. - Brahmpur, District - Buxar.

Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar.
L

.... Opposite Party/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Surj Bansh Roy
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr. Nityanand (App)

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE HEMANT KUMAR
SRIVASTAVA
ORAL ORDER

Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned
Additional Public Prosecutor for the State.

Earlier prayer for bail of the petitioner was rejected
upto the Hon’ble Supreme Court with liberty to the petitioner to
renew his prayer for bail before the trial court after six months, if,
there is no progress in his trial but learned trial court has reported
that the charge has already been framed and the case has been
fixed for prosecution evidence.

Taking note of the aforesaid facts as well as
submission of the parties, I am not inclined to grant privilege of
bail to the petitioner and accordingly, his prayer for bail in

connection with Sessions Trial No. 288 of 2013 arising out of
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Brahmpur P.S. Case No. 30 of 2011, pending in the court of
Additional Sessions Judge-VII, Buxar is again rejected.

However, learned trial court is directed to conclude
the trial of the petitioner within 9 months from the date of
receipt/production of copy of this order, even by taking the trial on
day-to-day basis.

It 1s made clear that if, trial court fails to conclude the
trial of the petitioner within the above-said period,, the petitioner
may renew his prayer for bail in the trial court itself.

(Hemant Kumar Srivastava, J)




