
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Criminal Miscellaneous No.3167 of 2014 

 

 Arising Out of PS.Case No. -526 Year- 2011 Thana -NAWADA District- NAWADA 

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

Chhotelal Rajbanshi @ Karu Rajbanshi @ Karoo Rajbanshi S/O Late 

Baleshwar Rajbanshi Resident of Village/Mohalla - Mahawawara, P.S. - 

Govindpur, District - Nawada 

 

....   ....    Petitioner 

Versus 

The State of Bihar   

 

....   ....  Opposite Party 

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

with 

Criminal Miscellaneous No.5329 of 2014 
 

Arising Out of PS.Case No. -526 Year- 2011 Thana -NAWADA District- NAWADA 

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

Karu Rajbanshi @ Rohan Rajbanshi S/O Kuman Rajbanshi Resident of 

Village/Mohallah Urasa, P.S. Mufasil (Nawada), District Nawada. 

 

....   ....    Petitioner 

Versus 

The State of Bihar   

 

....   ....  Opposite Party 

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

Appearance : 

(In Cr.Misc. No.3167 of 2014) 

For the Petitioner : Mr. Krishna Deo Raj, Advocate. 

For the Opposite Party : Mr. S.D. Singh Yadav (App) 

(In Cr.Misc. No.5329 of 2014) 

For the Petitioner : Mr. Krishna Deo Raj, Advocate. 

For the Opposite Party : Mr. Veena Rani Prasad (App) 

====================================================== 
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE PRABHAT KUMAR JHA 

ORAL ORDER 

 

13 16-04-2015 Since both the cases have arisen out of one occurrence, 

they are being disposed of by this common order. 

Heard both sides.  

The petitioners seek bail in Nawada Town (Kadirganj) 

P.S. Case No. 526 of 2011, corresponding to Sessions Trial No. 71 
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of 2012/09 of 2012, registered for the offences punishable under 

Sections 302, 436, 120B and 34 of the Indian Penal Code.   

It is submitted that the case is pending since long and a 

report was called for. The trial court has reported that the case was 

likely to be concluded within two months even then the trial could 

not be concluded. Thereafter again a report was called for. The 

learned 4
th
 Additional Sessions Judge, Nawada reported that the 

prosecution evidence has been closed and the case was posted for 

argument but accused Yogendra Singh filed a petition for 

adducing defence witnesses and the case was fixed for rejoinder. 

The court also reported that the case is likely to be concluded 

within two months.  

Considering the facts that the court has already reported 

that the case is likely to be concluded within two months vide 

report dated 10.04.2015, the learned Additional Sessions Judge, 

Nawada is directed to hear the case on day to day basis and 

conclude within two months.  

With the aforesaid observations both the bail petitions 

are dismissed. 

 
 

 

KKSINHA/- 

(Prabhat .Kumar Jha, J) 
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