
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.40958 of 2024

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-186 Year-2023 Thana- SAKURABAD District- Jehanabad
======================================================
Nitish Kumar S/O Late Ramishwar Yadav resident of village Kahru Chak,
Mathiya, P.S.-Shakurabad, District- Jehanabad.                       ...  ...  Petitioner.

Versus
The State of Bihar.                                                          ...  ...  Opposite Party.
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Nityanand Neeraj, Advocate 
For the State :  Mr. Surendra Prasad Singh, APP
For the Informant :  Mr. Dhananjay Kumar, Advocate 
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ANJANI KUMAR SHARAN

ORAL ORDER

4 20-09-2024        Vide order dated 06.09.2024, a report was called for from

the learned Additional District and Sessions Judge-II, Jehanabad

regarding  the  truthfulness  of  the  report  dated  14.08.2024

submitted by him. 

2.  In compliance of the aforesaid, he has sent a further report

dated 12.09.2024 in which, inter alia, it is stated that the earlier

report sent by him was incorrect and there was typing mistake.

He  has  tendered  his  unconditional  apology  for  the

inconvenience caused to the Court and undertook that in future

no such error will occur on his part.

3.    The explanation dated 12.09.2024 submitted by the learned

Additional District and Sessions Judge-II, Jehanabad is accepted

and this Court expects that such type of error will not occur in

future on his part.

4.    Heard Mr. Nityanand Neeraj, learned counsel on behalf of
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the  petitioner,  Mr.  Surdendra  Prasad  Singh,  learned  APP on

behalf of the State and Mr. Dhananjay Kumar, learned counsel

on behalf of the informant.

5.   Petitioner is seeking  bail in connection with Shakurabad

P.S. Case No.186 of 2023, registered for the offences u/s 341,

323, 307, 34 of the Indian Penal Code.

6. It is submitted by the learned counsel for the petitioner as

well as by the learned counsel for the Informant that only one

witness is still left to be examined.

7. Considering  the  statement  made  on  behalf  of  the

petitioner and informant, I am not inclined to grant bail to the

petitioner. The prayer for bail on his behalf is hereby rejected.

8. Accordingly, this application stands dismissed.

9. However, learned Trial Court is directed to conclude the

trial preferably within four months.
    

shikha/-

(Anjani Kumar Sharan, J)
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