
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.67842 of 2019

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-152 Year-2018 Thana- SIKANDRA District- Jamui 
======================================================
Binod Mahto Son of Nand Kishor Mahto Resident of Village- Bichhwe, P.S.-
Sikandra, District- Jamui.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

The State of Bihar 

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Amardeep, Advocate
For the Opposite Party/s :  Ms.Gulnar Begum, APP
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE PRABHAT KUMAR SINGH

ORAL ORDER

4 29-01-2020 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and the State.

The petitioner seeks bail in  Sikandra P.S. Case No.

152 of 2018 corresponding to Sessions Trial No. 100 of 2019,

registered for the offence punishable under Sections 147, 148,

149, 302 and 120(B) of the Indian Penal Code and section 27 of

the Arms Act.

It  appears  that  earlier  the  bail  application  of  this

petitioner was rejected vide order dated 20.12.2018 passed in

Cr. Misc. No. 72978 of 2018. On earlier occasion, vide order

dated 11.12.2019,  status report  was called for  from the court

below and  the  same  has  been  received  which  is  annexed  as

Annexure-A. From perusal Annexure-A, it appears that case has

been  committed  on  25.03.2019  with  the  case  of  five  bailee

accused  and  one  custody  accused  namely,  Binod  Mahto
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(petitioner).  The case kept on 16.05.2019 for charge,  but  one

accused Krishna Ravidas filed petition under Section 227 Cr.PC

which  has  been  rejected  on  30.09.2019.  On  21.10.2019  a

petition under Section 227 Cr.P.C again has been filed on behalf

of another accused Sharvan Mahto which has also been rejected

on 25.11.2019 and the accused persons have been directed to

come physically for charge on 18.12.2019. 

Considering the facts aforesaid, I am not inclined to

enlarge  the  petitioner  above-named  on  bail.  Accordingly,  the

same is rejected.  

However,  the  trial  court  is  directed  to  expedite  the

trial and conclude the same within a period of six months from

today.    
    

vinita/-

(Prabhat Kumar Singh, J)
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