
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Criminal Writ Jurisdiction Case No.2315 of 2018

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-15 Year-2017 Thana- JANKINAGAR District- Purnia
======================================================
Ajay Rishideo, son of Kailash Rishideo, Resident of Village-Jankinagar, P.S.-
Janakinagar, District-Purnea

...  ...  Petitioner
Versus

1. The  State  of  Bihar,  through  the  Principal  Secretary,  Home  Department,
Bihar, Patna 

2. Manohar Thakur, son of late Harihar Thakur, Resident of Village-Rupouli
Goth, P.O.- Shila Nath Rupouli, P.S .-Janki Nagar, District-Purnea

3. Nikki  Kumari,  daughter  of  Manohar  Thakur,  wife  of  Ajay  Rishideo,
Resident  of  Village-Rupouli  Goth,  P.O. -Shila  Nath Rupouli,  P.S.  -  Janki
Nagar, District-Purnea

...  ...  Respondents
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner :  Mr. Mukesh Kumar Jha, Advocate
For the Respondents-State:  Mr. P. K. Verma, AAG-3
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ASHWANI KUMAR SINGH
ORAL JUDGMENT

Date : 31-07-2019
  

It is submitted by the learned counsel for the petitioner

that though an application was filed on 22.05.2018 in the court of

Additional  Sessions  Judge,  FTC-II,  Purnea  by  the  petitioner  in

connection with Sessions Trial No. 47 of 2018 for release of the

victim, the same is not being heard on merits.

2.  It is further contended that the petitioner filed another

application on 22.06.2018 praying therein for leave to press the

application,  but  the  same  was  also  not  permitted  and  the

application is still pending.
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3.    Keeping in mind the nature of relief sought for, I do

not think it necessary to issue notices to the respondents.

4.    The application is disposed of with a direction to the

learned Additional Sessions Judge, FTC-II, Purnea to take up the

application filed by the petitioner in Sessions Trial No.47 of 2018

and dispose of the same on merits expeditiously, preferably within

two weeks from the date  of  receipt/production of  a  copy o the

order.

5.    It is made clear that this Court has not expressed

any opinion on the merits of the application of the petitioner.

6.    Let a copy of the order be communicated to the

court concerned. 

Sanjeet/-
                                           (Ashwani Kumar Singh, J.)
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