
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
 

Criminal Revision No. 285 of 2015 
 

 Arising out of P.S. Case No. -null Year- null Thana -null 
District- JEHANABAD 

======================================================== 
Mohit Kumar @ Varun Sut Anurag Son of Sidhnath Chaudhary @ 
Jitendra Kumar Chaudhary Resident of Village- Ram Nagar, P.S. - 
Jehanabad, District - Jehanabad under the guardianship of 
Shidhnath Chaudhary @ Jitendra Kumar Chaudhary, who is his 
father and Natural Guardian. 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 
Versus 

1. The State of Bihar.    
2. Bhutani Mistri Son of Late Siya Mistri Resident of village Ram 

Nagar ps and District Jehanabad. 
....   ....  Respondent/s 

======================================================== 
Appearance : 
For the Petitioner/s   : Mr. Shamsher Bahadur Pandey, Adv. 
For the Respondent/s: Mr. Navin Kumar Pandey, APP. 
======================================================== 
CORAM: HONOURABLE JUSTICE SMT. ANJANA PRAKASH 
ORAL JUDGMENT 
Date: 20-08-2015 
 

  Counter-Affidavit filed today on behalf of the 

Opposite Party No. 2 be kept on record.  

Heard learned counsel for the Petitioner, 

Informant and the State. 

This revision application has been filed for setting 

aside the order dated 27.11.2014 passed by the District 

and Sessions Judge, Jehanabad in Cr. Appeal No. 55 of 

2014, by which he has affirmed the order dated 

07.11.2014 passed by the Juvenile Justice Board, 

Jehanabad, by which he has refused to release the 

Petitioner in Juvenile Case No. 588(J)/2014 arising out of 

Jehanabad P.S. Case No. 240 of 2014. 
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Considering the nature of allegations, I am not 

inclined to release the Petitioner. 

Counsel for the Informant undertakes to produce 

the witnesses on the dates fixed within the next six 

months. 

The Juvenile Justice Board, Jehanabad is 

directed to expedite the enquiry and conclude the same 

positively within a period of six months from the date of 

receipt of this order without granting unnecessary 

adjournment to any party. For this reason, he is directed 

to send a list of the witnesses fixing specific dates for 

production of the witnesses along with a copy of this 

order, to the Superintendent of Police, Jehanabad, and 

the Superintendent of Police, Jehanabad is directed to 

ensure production of the witnesses on the date so fixed by 

the Trial Court so that there is no further delay in trial. 

The Revision Application stands dismissed with 

the aforesaid observations. 

  

 
 

 
 

Vikash/- 

                     
                            (Anjana Prakash, J.) 

 
 

U  T  

 


