
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.33659 of 2019

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-207 Year-2018 Thana- SAHPUR District- Patna
======================================================
MAYA DEVI Wife of Raj  Kishore Vishwakarma Residing at  Mubarakpur,
Danapur Cantt, P.S.- Shahpur, District- Patna.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar  

2. Raj  Kishore  Vishwakarma  son  of  Shiv  Nath  Vishwakarma  Resident  of
Village- Mubarakpur, Danapur Cantt, P.S Shahpur District- Patna

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Ms. Soni Shrivastava, Advocate 
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr. Md. Matloob Rab, A.P.P. 
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SATYAVRAT VERMA

ORAL ORDER

5 11-03-2024 1. Heard  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner,  learned

A.P.P. for the State and learned counsel for the opposite party

no. 2. 

2. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the

present case was marked to the learned counsel by the Legal Aid

Committee of the Patna High Court. It is further submitted that

the instant application has been filed seeking cancellation of the

anticipatory bail granted to the opposite party no. 2. 

3. At this stage, learned counsel for the opposite party

no. 2 submits that the trial is on verge of conclusion, out of four

prosecution witnesses three witnesses have been examined and

only  the  investigating  officer  of  the  case  remains  to  be

examined. 
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4. The said submission of the learned counsel for the

opposite  party  no.  2  is  not  disputed  by  the  learned  counsel

appearing on behalf of the petitioner. 

5. The  Court  directs  the  Senior  Superintendent  of

Police, Patna to ensure that the investigating officer of the case

remains present in the trial on the next date fixed. 

6. Since the trial is on verge of conclusion, as such,

the Court  is  not  inclined to entertain the present  cancellation

application. The present cancellation application is thus rejected

with the aforesaid direction. 
    

Kundan/-

(Satyavrat Verma, J)
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