
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.66274 of 2023

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-392 Year-2021 Thana- RUNISAIDPUR District- Sitamarhi
======================================================
RAKESH  MAHTO  SON  OF  RAM  SAKAL  MAHTO  RESIDENT  OF
VILLAGE  -  KHARPATTI,  P.S.  -  RUNNISAIDPUR,  DISTRICT  -
SITAMARHI

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

THE STATE OF BIHAR BIHAR

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Vaidehi Raman Prasad Singh
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr.Mohammad Sufyan
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SANDEEP KUMAR

ORAL ORDER

2 16-10-2023   Heard  the  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  and

learned APP for the State. 

2.   Let  the  defect(s),  if  any,  be  removed  within  a

period of four weeks from today.

3.   The  petitioner  seeks  bail  in  connection  with

Runnisaidpur  P.S.  Case  No.  392  of  2021  registered  for  the

offence under Sections 302/34 of the Indian Penal Code.  

4.   As  per  the  prosecution  case,  the  daughter  of

informant had been killed by her in-laws. 

5.  For killing the daughter-in-law, the brother-in-law,

his wife and his son and other family member have been made

accused in this case and the petitioner was arrested in Delhi for

the same. 
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6.  Learned counsel for the petitioner has submitted

that the petitioner has falsely been implicated in this case only

on the  basis  of  the  suspicion  as  the petitioner  lives  in  Delhi

where he earns his livelihood. 

7.  Learned counsel for the petitioner further submits

that  from the impugned order also it appears that no material

has been collected by the police to connect with the crime and

he is in custody since 18.03.2023.

8.  Learned A.P.P. has vehemently opposed the prayer

for bail.   

9.  Considering the aforesaid facts and the period of

custody, this application for regular bail is allowed. 

10.  Let the petitioner, above named, be released on

bail  on furnishing bail  bond of Rs.  10,000/- (Ten Thousand)

with two sureties of the like amount each to the satisfaction of

the learned  Chief Judicial Magistrate, Sitamarhi  in connection

with Runnisaidpur P.S. Case No. 392 of 2021. 

11.  After  being  released  on  bail,  the  petitioner  is

directed to co-operate in the trial. 
  

Vikas/-
(Sandeep Kumar, J)
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