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07-08-2023

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No0.51596 of 2023

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-220 Year-2020 Thana- SASARAM MUPFFSIL District- Rohtas

BINESHARI PRASAD @ VINDESHWARI SAH @ BINDESHWARI
PRASAD SON OF MAHAVIR PRASAD RESIDENT OF VILLAGE-
DHAWANI, PS- KARAKAT, DISTT- ROHTAS

...... Petitioner/s
Versus
The State of Bihar BIHAR
...... Opposite Party/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr.Vijay Anand
For the Opposite Party/s : Mr.Yogendra Kumar

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SANDEEP KUMAR
ORAL ORDER

Heard the parties.

This application has been filed for quashing the order
dated 15.06.2023 passed by ADIJ. IX, Sasaram at Rohtas in
Sessions Trial No. 93 of 2023 arising out of Sasaram (Muffasil)
P.S. Case No. 220 of 2020.

By the impugned order dated 15.06.2023 the
discharge application of the petitioner has been rejected and the
learned Additional Sessions Judge has held in Paragraph III and

IV of the impugned order as follows:-

"IHIYE BT G H R0 ar@ 27 /2022, S

1 g1 ¥ grefad € o1k st <Irie ° 3t it fafd 7 cifed

g, 7 fOUd 9t are Y T IR T 916 H e dTs et @t
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3faciia T TmAfidh & Sactia & ¥UT B fh Uqa ATe
¢RT 302 HEUST 34 HloTofdo & IfTHid Pt — 4 IMIHI B

fog got &, FOrEw armdes / SIfRgeh +ff 1 21 3ot are 3R
& HEHT-8 H YD BT JAGAH HSHT - 13,14,25 T 26 H

qURAUUT el o T B e ’fed we 7 adss [/ g

6 Ifradr 6 919 TE wY A Hal =Y 81 g7 IR gRT 379+

I H I8 o FEr 7 6 A e & SR goe & s

Fed DT &1 PR &I TRt T HIGT & T8 Sh &1 Dl ASH
gHic e &1 yar foar a1 g SifaReh 7 Afarit
310 I I8 T YT fama, 6 0@ & RR R DI I8t
SReH fRgTE AT < RET o U7 JAd & AT el Ud o |

forelt TR T Dlg WRIT T8I o7, THH TT & & gas & 77

TSP AT H T8 g5 | 7T 91 ST BT HISHT —60 F I P

3 wRierr ufide afdfa 8, fONT Jaa & 9og &1 HROT A
el dAffSieher URIEIT" 3 Bhffiehet RUIS o UTH &1 I W Haifa
fh2r ST T e aftid 81 arg ST & disdr —63 H A1 al

HE— 3| & fong T F U §U, &RT 302,201 / 34
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qogofdo & IRTd STRIT-u THIT fham =T ToIT Iaa™= J 84
S Teagdl & fawg aftfa gRTel § oTRY &1 767 aR

IR 18T P9 § I fRU §0-27 / 2022 & &Y H

AT Bl oTded & fIog SH™ IR AT T 81 IR d1G

ST & BHREHT-97 H o / Gh & faeg ff B @
eI Tl Y, Ifvid ERI3H & Javid Reb 3TRY —F AU T
ST gt 21 fafd &1 I8 ufiunfea Agia & 6 JIRIY 167 & &R

W T AHRHAT T &T URIE0l 07 —QN & MER W el

forar ST, g Sucteyr T P FRT TT T HIHAT 3TdSd
/ JIPgh & fog ST & a1 T8, I8 & v 21 Ig I IR
Y T B b o &t Iward iR URfYS aRoT A e
el S T YT PHRAT ATEd &, D! qual IRATET Pl 3R

T3 & TR W &I Ud 0T -] & MR TR & 31T ST
Y| ARITAT T8 a1 W fob IRRh Dl qAifg & g
UITH YR & I1 781 A1 AR ARRh & favg Aq1ed &, ar

qohet T QNAfg 3 THW BT FHifeRd &, dfed =amierd mem

ST I8 HH Fadl 8 [ aded  / SIfgh & g Aren
HINE & 3R I8 off 7T 17 aar & o TR 7 31uRTe o B



Patna High Court CR. MISC. No.51596 of 2023(2) dt.07-08-2023
4/4

I AT § adh SR Tarel 7 IR Jrer @
TH IR Y T 2 3IR a1aed / I & g IR &
qe B Fel UK U IRep 3TRIY —UF FH{UA foham &1 R fo=R 9§
SWIh Tt aftfa gRist 7 smaes [/ SMRE & RAed uem

ST AT 9T &1

From reading of the aforesaid, it appears that after
filing of the discharge application, the petitioner has been heard
and thereafter by a detailed order the discharge application of
the petitioner has been rejected considering all the grounds
raised by the petitioner.

In view of the above, I find no merit in this
application.

Accordingly, this application is dismissed.

(Sandeep Kumar, J)
Vikas/-
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