
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 

Criminal Miscellaneous No.51059 of 2017 
 

 Arising Out of PS.Case No. -218 Year- 2016 Thana -SUGAULI District- 

EASTCHAMPARAN(MOTIHARI) 

====================================================== 
1. Aftab Alam @ Aftab Ali @ Aftab Mian Son of Late Ayub Ansari 
Resident of Village-P.O. and P.S. Chanpatiya, District West Champaran 

Permanent resident of Village-Amir Khan Tola, P.S. Sufauli District Eest 
Champara Present resident of Ranjit Nagar, P.S. Patel Nagar, District 

Central Delhi(Delhi)n 
 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 
1. The State of Bihar   

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

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

Appearance : 
For the Petitioner/s         :      Mr. Amarendra Nath Verma, Advocate 

For the Opposite Party/s   :     Mr.  Ram Priya Saran Singh, A.P.P. 
====================================================== 
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE VINOD KUMAR SINHA  

ORAL ORDER 
 

3 22-11-2017               Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned 

A.P.P. for the State. 

                   In this case earlier the bail of the petitioner was rejected l 

by this Court vide order dated 21.06.2017 in Cr. Misc. No. 9215 

of 2017 with direction to expedite the trial and try to conclude the 

same within a period of three months on day-to-day basis and at 

the same time Superintendent of Police, East Champaran is also 

directed to ensure that witnesses were present in Court on the date 

fixed so as to conclude the trial within the specified time.  

                         Submission of the learned counsel for the 

petitioner is that the trial has not been concluded till date and he is 
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in custody since 24.04.2017 and other accused persons have been 

granted bail. 

                            Learned A.P.P. also opposes the prayer for bail and 

submits that  after framing of charge, out of nine charged witness, 

only  six witnesses  have already been examined and rest three 

P.Ws. including I.O. are to be examined. 

                           In view of above facts and circumstances three 

months’ further  time is granted to  conclude the trial and if not 

concluded within time,  the learned Trial Court shall release the 

petitioner to his own satisfaction. 

                     
                        

 

 
 

 
Sudha/-  

(Vinod Kumar Sinha, J) 
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