
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Criminal Miscellaneous No.48100 of 2015 

 

 Arising Out of PS.Case No. -38 Year- 2015 Thana -MAHILA PS District- 

EASTCHAMPARAN(MOTIHARI) 

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

1. Punit Ram, son of Late Lakhan Ram, resident of Village- Kirhiya Hare 

Ram, P.S.- Mehsi, District- East Champaran. 

2. Rakesh Ram, son of Het Ram, resident of Village- Sahora, P.S.- 

Faridpur, District- Barauli (Uttar Pradesh). 

 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

The State of Bihar   

 

....   ....  Opposite Party/s 

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s              :      Mr.  

For the Opposite Party/s      :     Mr.  

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJENDRA KUMAR 

MISHRA 

ORAL ORDER 

-------------- 

 

2 30-10-2015 Heard learned counsel for the petitioners and the 

learned A.P.P. for the State. 

The petitioners seek bail in connection with Chakiya 

(Mahila) P.S. Case No.38 of 2015 registered under Sections 370 

and  366(A)/34 of the Indian Penal Code besides Sections 3/4/6 of 

the Protection of Children from Sexual Offences. 

The accusation is that the father of the informant, 

Sanju Kumari, who used to sexually assault her, in spite of protest 

made by her, talked to sell her to the petitioners for the purpose of 

marriage on 27.05.2014. 

Having regard to the facts and the circumstances of the 
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case, the petitioners, above named,  are directed to be released on 

bail on their furnishing bail bond of Rs.10,000/-(Rupees Ten 

Thousand) each with two sureties of the like amount each to the 

satisfaction of the 1
st
 Additional Sessions Judge at Motihari, East 

Champaran,  in connection with Chakiya (Mahila) P.S. Case 

No.38 of 2015.  Out of the two sureties, one surety of the 

petitioner no.1, must be his close relative, who will file an 

affidavit giving genealogy as to how he/she is related with the 

petitioner no.1, whereas out of the two sureties, one surety of the 

petitioner no.2 must be local.  

 
 

 

              P.S./- 

                                   (Rajendra Kumar Mishra, J) 
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