IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Criminal Appeal (DB) No 1273 of 2016

Arising Out of PS.Case No. -39 Year- 2005 Thana -CHOUTARWA District-
WESTCHAMPARAN(BETTIAH)

Dr Manoranjan Bishwash @ Manoranjan Bishwash, S/o Late Ramesh Chandra
Bishwash resident of Village- Chautarwa Colony-II, P.S.- Chautarwa, District-
West Champaran.

Appellant/s
Versus
1. The State of Bihar.
2. Jagdish Chandra Rai, son of late Yashoda Mohan Rai
3. Ramchandra Chaudhary, S/o Late Triveni Chaudhary.
4. Mohan Chaudhary, S/o Ganesh Chaudhary, All residents of Village- Chautarwa
Paras Nagar P.S.- Chautarwa, District- West Champaran.

.... Respondent/s

CORAM: HON’BLE MR JUSTICE NAVANITI PRASAD SINGH
And
HON’BLE MR JUSTICE VIKASH JAIN

ORAL JUDGMENT

(Per: HONOURABLE MR JUSTICE NAVANITI PRASAD SINGH)

Date: 02-02-2017

The present appeal is against acquittal. The private
respondents were charged for an offence punishable under Section
307 and other sections of the Indian Penal Code. The appellant is the
alleged injured informant.

2 We have heard the learned counsel for the
informant/appellant and perused the judgment.

3 In our view, there is no case for interference. The trial
Court has examined the evidence, as given by the prosecution, and has

come to a finding that the so-called eye witnesses, who are all closely
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related being brother-in-law, mother and the informant himself, had
contradicted each other in every aspect of the case. Some of the other
independent witnesses did not support prosecution case.

4 In that view of the matter, the trial Court was of the
view that the guilt of the accused persons was not established beyond
reasonable doubt. It is not shown that the finding is either perverse or
contrary to records.

5 Thus, we find no merit in this appeal. It is dismissed

accordingly.

(Navaniti Prasad Singh, J)

(Vikash Jain, J)




