
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.66824 of 2023

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-10 Year-2022 Thana- MAHILA P.S. District- Samastipur
======================================================
RAMJI  MAHTO  SON  OF  LATE  SUKHDEV  MAHTO  RESIDENT  OF
VILLAGE-  MARICHA,  WARD  NO.  11,  PS-  TAJPUR,  DISTT-
SAMASTIPUR

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

THE STATE OF BIHAR 

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Piyush Kumar Pandey, Advocate
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr. Zainul Abedin, APP
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SHAILENDRA SINGH

ORAL ORDER

5 19-04-2024    1. Heard  learned  counsel  for  the  Petitioner  and

learned APP for the State.

 2. Petitioner  seeks  regular  bail  in  connection  with

Sessions Trial Case No. 291 of 2022, arising out of Samastipur

Mahila P.S. Case No. 10 of 2022, dated 12.02.2022 registered

for the offences punishable  under Sections 354, 354A, 354B,

307, 341, 323 and 324 of the Indian Penal Code.

3. Mr.  Piyush  Kumar  Pandey,  learned   counsel

appearing for  the petitioner submits that  the petitioner earlier

preferred Cr. Misc. No. 30119 of 2022 for the relief of regular

bail  which  was  rejected  by  this  Court  vide  order  dated

23.08.2022 and now the petitioner has again come before this

Court for the relief of bail, mainly on the ground of his long
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incarceration  period  and  compromise  made  by  the  informant

with him. It is further submitted that the petitioner has got no

criminal antecedent and a good relation has restored in between

the  petitioner  and  the  informant  and  the  petitioner  has  been

languishing in jail since 13.02.2022.

4.  Mr. Zainul Abedin, learned APP appearing for the

State has opposed  the prayer for bail of the petitioner.

5. Heard both the sides and perused the report of the

trial  court  sent  with  regard  to  the  stage  of  the  trial  of  the

petitioner which shows that the petitioner’s case is running at

the  final  stage  as  out  of  four  charge-sheet  witnesses  of  the

prosecution, three witnesses have been examined so, it will not

be  proper  to  enlarge  the  petitioner  on  bail  at  this  stage.

Accordingly, petitioner’s prayer for bail stands rejected.

6. The trial court is directed to expedite and conclude

the trial of the petitioner in the next two months and send the

compliance report to this Court.
    

maynaz/-
(Shailendra Singh, J)
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