
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Criminal Miscellaneous No.14124 of 2017 

 

 Arising Out of PS.Case No. -133 Year- 2016 Thana -SAUR BAZAR District- SAHARSA 

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

Ramesh Das son of Bijendra Das Resident of village Murli Basantpur, P.S., 

Bangaon, District- Saharsa. 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

The State of Bihar 

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

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s         :      Mr. Sanjeev Verma 

For the Opposite Party/s      :     Mr. Arun Kumar Pandey 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE VINOD KUMAR SINHA 

ORAL ORDER 

 

6 16-05-2017 Heard the parties.  

      This application is for grant of regular bail in connection 

with Saurbazar (B.Pur) P.S.case No.133 of 2016, for the offences 

under Sections 366(A) and 34 of the Indian Penal Code. 

      Allegation against the petitioner is of kidnapping the 

daughter of the informant. 

          It is submitted on behalf of the petitioner that  he has been 

falsely implicated in this case as he is ‘Bhagin Damad’ of the 

informant and the F.I.R. itself shows that the informant is not sure 

about the kidnapping and the petitioner also tried to find out the 

girl by visiting at Nepal and his Mobile Number is also mentioned 

but there is nothing against him except the suspicion. The 

petitioner is in custody since 23.09.2016. 

      Heard learned A.P.P. also, who has opposed the prayer for 
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bail stating the victim girl has not been recovered up-till-now.  

     Having heard both sides and in view of submission as well 

as the fact that still the girl has not been recovered, I am not 

inclined to grant bail to the petitioner at this stage, however, the 

learned trial court is directed to expedite the trial and try to 

conclude it within a period of six months and if not concluded, the 

petitioner is at liberty to renew his prayer for bail after framing of 

charge in this case. 

With the aforesaid observation, this application is 

dismissed. 

 
 

 

chn/- 

(Vinod Kumar Sinha, J) 
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