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13-12-2017

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Criminal Miscellaneous N0.54100 of 2017

Avrising Out of PS.Case No. -92 Year- 2016 Thana -GARAUL District- VAISHALI(HAJIPUR)

Ranjeet Ram @ Bhola, S/o Baidyanath Ram, Resident of Village- Bathna
Mahodaya, P.S.- Goraul, District- Vaishali.

........ Petitioner/s

Versus
The State of Bihar.
........ Opposite Party/s

Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s . Mr. Diwakar Prasad Karn
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr. Ram Sevak Choudhary
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE PRAKASH CHANDRA
JAISWAL
ORAL ORDER

Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned

APP for the State.

The petitioner seeks bail in connection with Goroul
P.S. Case No. 92 of 2016 registered under Section 302/34 of the
Indian Penal Code.

The petitioner along with other accused persons is
said to have committed murder of his wife by assaulting her with
sharp edged weapon over some family dispute.

It is submitted by learned counsel for the petitioner
that no such occurrence as alleged ever took place. As a matter
of fact, the deceased had gone to maize field for defecation and
she was eliminated by some unknown miscreants and on hulla

when the petitioner rushed there, he was also assaulted by them
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and he fell senseless. There is no eye witness of the occurrence.
The petitioner has been languishing in custody since 09.07.2016.

On the other hand, it is submitted by learned APP
for the State that daughter of the deceased namely, Sweta Kumari
happens to be eye witness of the occurrence and she has candidly
stated about committing murder of the deceased by the petitioner
by means of dagger. The doctor has also found incised wound on
the chest of the deceased and rib of the deceased fractured due to
penetrating weapon.

In the facts and circumstances of the case, | am not
inclined to enlarge the petitioner on bail. Accordingly, the prayer
IS rejected.

However, the learned lower court is directed to
conclude the trial as expeditiously as possible preferably within
nine months from the date of receipt/production of a copy of this

order.

(Prakash Chandra Jaiswal, J)




