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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Criminal Miscellaneous N0.30158 of 2016

Avrising Out of PS.Case No. -164 Year- 2015 Thana -PHULIDUMAR District- BANKA

}-l- Guran Murmu @ Gurran Murmu, Son of Nittal Murmu. null
2. Bablu Murmu, Son of Guran Murmu @ Gurran Murmu.
3. Bhuneshwar Murmu Son of Guran Murmu @ Gurran Murmu.
4. Pothya Murmu @ Pothiya Murmu, Son of Guran Murmu @ Gurran Murmu.
5. Pramesh Murmu @ Pramod Murmu, Son of Titu Murmu.
6. Tetar Murmu, Son of Doman Murmu.
7. Bhikhari Murmu, Son of Tetar Murmu.
ari Kishore Murmu, Son of Tetar Murmu.
9..Mangal Murmu @ Mangar Murmu, Son of Sago Murmu.
10. Ramesh Murmu @ Ramresh Murmu, Son of Mangal Murmu.
11. Shrilal Murmu @ Sarilal Murmu, Son of Sago Murmu.
12. Basudeo Murmu Son of Shrilal Murmu.
13. Ranjeet Murmu, Son of Shrilal Murmu.
14. Raghu Murmu Son of Titu Murmu.
15. Binodi Murmu, Son of Titu Murmu.
16. Ram Sunder Murmu @ Ram Sundasr Murmu Son of Koya Murmu. All are
Resident of Village- Fullidumar, P.S. Fullidumar, District- Banka.
Petitioner/s

Versus
1. The State of Bihar.
... Opposite Party/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Sanjay Kumar Jha
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr. Sri Humayou Ahmad Khan

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE PRABHAT KUMAR JHA
ORAL ORDER

Heard both sides.

The petitioners apprehend their arrest in Fullidumar

(Amarpur) P.S. Case No. 164 of 2015, registered for the offences
punishable under Section 307 and other Sections of the Indian Penal
Code.
The informant named 16 persons along with the petitioners

and alleged that they all came having armed with different weapons and

assaulted the informant and his family members. There was a
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Panchayati but the petitioners did not obey the decision of the
Panchayat.

Learned counsel for the petitioners submits that there is a
counter version being Fullidumar (Amarpur) P.S. Case No. 163/2015.
The police after investigation submitted charge sheet under Section 308
and other Sections of the Indian Penal Code. On account of land
dispute, there was scuffle between both sides.

From perusal of the record it appears that the informant and
his family members got simple injury except one injury on the head of
the informant caused by lathi which is grievous in nature, but there is
no specific allegation against any of the petitioners as to who
caused fracture injury among the petitioners.

Considering the facts aforesaid and the fact that the
petitioners are 16 in numbers, the petitioners above named in the event
of their arrest or surrender before the court below within a period of
four weeks from the date of receipt/production of a copy of this order,
are directed to be enlarged on bail on furnishing bail bond of Rs.
10,000/- (Ten Thousand) each with two sureties of the like amount each
to the satisfaction of the learned Chief Judicial Magistrate, Banka in
connection with Fullidumar (Amarpur) P.S. Case No. 164/2015, subject

to the conditions as laid down under Section 438(2) of the Cr.P.C.

(Prabhat Kumar Jha, J.)




