IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Criminal Writ Jurisdiction Case No0.435 of 2016

C 1. Ajay Kumar Son of Late Ram Lakhan Singh Yadav Resident of Village
L3 Dp - Ratubigha, Mathuri Pool, Dalmia Nagar, P.O. + P.S. Dalmia Nagar,
\.ﬂ. J= “\District - Rohtas (Sasaram).

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

1. The State of Bihar through D.M., Kaimur (Bhabua)
4, Z..V_Chanchala Kumari Wife of Ajay Kumar Resident of Village -
O r .,\?\- Rz_altut_)lgha, Mathuri Pool, Dalmia Nagar, P.O. + P.S. Dalmia Nagar,
OFEE\C District - Rohtas (Sasaram).
3. Smt. Sharda Devi Wife of Late Ram Lakhan Singh Yadav
4. Sanjay Singh Son of Late Ram Lakhan Singh Yadav
5. Sharita Devi @ Sarita Singh Wife of Sanjay Singh All 3 to 5 are
residents of village - Ratubigha, Mathuri pool, Dalmia Nagar, P.O. +
P.S. - Dalmia Nagar, District - Rohtas (Sasaram).

Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Radha Mohan Pandey, Advocate
For the Respondent/s  :  Mr. Rajesh Kumar, GP-19

CORAM: HONOURABLE THE ACTING CHIEF JUSTICE
ORAL ORDER

2  29-06-2016 Heard Mr. Radha Mohan Pandey, learned Counsel,
appearing on behalf of the petitioner, and Mr. Rajesh Kumar,
learned Government Pleader No.19, appearing on behalf of the
State-respondents.

Having regard to the reasons, which have been
assigned by the learned Sessions Judge, Kaimur at Bhabua, in the
order, dated 08.07.2015, passed in Cr. Appeal No0.18 of 2014,
directing the petitioner herein to pay interim maintenance at the
rate of Rs.5000/- per month to respondent No.2, this Court is

clearly of the view that the order impugned in this writ petition,
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made under Article 226 of the Constitution of India, does not
suffer from any infirmity, legal or factual.
In view of the above and in the interest of justice, this

writ application is dismissed.

(1.A. Ansari, ACJ.)
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