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14-11-2024

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.2923 of 2024

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-35 Year-2018 Thana- SALAIYA District- Aurangabad

Ram Pravesh Yadav Son of Late Rajeshwar Yadav Resident of Village- Raja
Bigha, P.S- Salaiya, Dist- Aurangabad

...... Petitioner
Versus
The State of Bihar
...... Opposite Party
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Tej Narayan Singh, Advocate
For the Opposite Party/s : Mr. Brajendra Nath Pandey, APP

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJEEV RANJAN PRASAD
ORAL ORDER

Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned
APP for the State.

2. The petitioner has moved this Court once again
seeking regular bail in connection with Salaiya P.S. Case No. 35 of
2018 registered for the offences punishable under Sections 386,
387/34 of the Indian Penal Code, Section 34 of the Explosive
Substances Act, Sections 25(1-B)a, 26 and 35 of the Arms Act and
Section 17 of the Criminal Law Amendment (CLA) Act. He has
got 14 criminal antecedents. He is in custody since 13.07.2018.

3. Earlier, his prayer for bail was rejected vide order
dated 26.11.2019 passed in Criminal Miscellaneous No. 74139 of

2019. The operative part of the said order reads as under:-

“Considering the facts and circumstances of
the case wherein it appears that the charges
have already been framed against the
petitioner and other accused and the
petitioner has got as many as 14 cases on his
head of similar nature and of serious nature
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allegedly committed by him, this Court is not
inclined to grant regular bail to the petitioner.
The application is dismissed.”

4. Since learned counsel for the petitioner alleged
delay in conclusion of trial, this Court called for a report from
the learned trial court which has been received vide Letter No.
41/2024 dated 20™ September, 2024. The learned trial court has
reported that in this case, the evidence of all the prosecution
witnesses have been recorded and thereafter statement of the
accused has been recorded under Section 313 Cr.P.C.

5. Considering that the trial itself is on the verge of
conclusion, this Court is not inclined to direct release of the
petitioner on bail, particularly, considering the kind of criminal
antecedents which he has got. The prayer is refused.

6. The learned trial court is expected to conclude the
trial as early as possible preferably within a period of three
months from the date of receipt/production of a copy of this
order.

7. This application stands disposed of accordingly.

(Rajeev Ranjan Prasad, J)



