
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL APPEAL (SJ) No.993 of 2025

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-1129 Year-2022 Thana- BHAGALPUR KOTWALI District-
Bhagalpur

======================================================
Md. Babuwa @ Md. Babua @ Md. Sahanwaz Alam @ Md. Sahanawaj @
Md. Sahanwaz Son of Md. Aslam @ Mantus Resident  of Mayaganj,  P.S.-
Barari, Distt.- Bhagalpur

...  ...  Appellant/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar

2. Anil Kumar Rajak Son of Late Chhanguri Rajak Resident of Ganga Nagar
Colony, B.P.trading Gas Godown, P.S.- Barari, Distt.- Bhagalpur

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Appellant/s :  Mr. Praveen Kumar, Advocate
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. Sadanand Paswan, Spl.PP
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAMESH CHAND 
MALVIYA

ORAL ORDER

6 14-11-2025   Heard  learned  counsel  for  the  appellant  and

learned APP for the State.

2. The appellant is in custody in connection with

S.T No.  57  of  2024 (arising  out  of  Kotwali  (Barari)  P.S

Case No. 1129 of 2022 from the Court of learned Additional

District & Sessions Judge III cum Special Judge (SC & ST

Act),  Bhagalpur  registered  for  the  offences  punishable

under Sections 302, 120B, 34 of the I.P.C, under Section 27

of the Arms Act and under Section 3(2)(v) of SC/ST Act.

3. Learned counsel for the appellant submits that

appellant  has  falsely  been  implicated  in  this  case.  It  is
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further submitted that this is a second attempt for regular

bail before this Court earlier prayer for regular bail of the

appellant  is  rejected  by  this  Court  vide  order  dated

05.04.2024 passed in Cr. APP. (SJ) NO. 4526 of 2023.

4.  On  perusal  of  stage  of  Trial  report  sent  by

District  and  Additional  Sessions  Judge-III  cum  Special

Judge,  (SC/ST) Act,  it  appears that  trial  Court  demanded

four months more time to conclude the trial. Hence, trial is

likely to be concluded in near future and there is no fresh

ground to consider the prayer of regular bail of the appellant

this time too.

5.  Hence,  considering  the  aforesaid  facts  and

circumstances of this case, this Court is not inclined to grant

regular bail to the appellant. So, prayer for regular bail of

the appellant is rejected once again.
    

Mayank/-
(Ramesh Chand Malviya, J)
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