
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL APPEAL (DB) No.460 of 2021

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-530 Year-2018 Thana- SAUR BAZAR District- Saharsa
======================================================
HIRA YADAV @ HERO YADAV Son of  Late  Bhogi  Yadav Resident  of
Village- Khaira, Ward No. - 8, P.S.- Sour Bazar, District- Saharsa.

...  ...  Appellant/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar 

2. Madan Yadav Son of Late Ghuran Yadav Resident of Village- Khaira, P.S.-
Sour Bazar, District- Saharsa.

3. Ratan Yadav Son of Badri  Yadav Resident of Village-  Khaira,  P.S.-  Sour
Bazar, District- Saharsa.

4. Badri Yadav Son of Late Lakshmi Yadav Resident of Village- Khaira, P.S.-
Sour Bazar, District- Saharsa.

5. Surendra Yadav Son of Bhageshwar Yadav Resident of Village- Khaira, P.S.-
Sour Bazar, District- Saharsa.

6. Pawan Yadav Son of Late Munga Lal Yadav Resident of Village- Khaira,
P.S.- Sour Bazar, District- Saharsa.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Appellant/s :  None
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. A.G.
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE BIBEK CHAUDHURI
                 and
                 HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE DR. ANSHUMAN

ORAL ORDER

(Per: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE BIBEK CHAUDHURI)

4 11-12-2025 None appears on behalf of the appellant. 

2. This is an appeal against acquittal filed in the year

2021. In the initial  order dated 21.08.2021, the appellant was

directed  to  file  a  supplementary  affidavit  annexing

certified/xerox/true  copy  of  the  deposition  of  the  witnesses

examined and documents exhibited during trial.  But,  no such

compliance  was  made.  Subsequently,  on  the  prayer  made by
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counsel for the appellant,  further time was granted  vide order

dated  13.02.2023.  Till  date,  the  said  order  was  not  complied

with. Moreover, the defects mentioned by the Stamp Reporter in

Defect no.6(1) to 6(7) have not been removed.

3. The learned Advocate on behalf of the appellant is

not present today. And no accommodation has been sought for

on behalf of the appellant.

4.  In  view  of  such  circumstance,  we  find  that  the

memorandum of appeal is defective and accordingly, the present

Cr. Appeal (DB) No.460 of 2021 is hereby dismissed. 
    

Divyansh/- 

                                      (Bibek Chaudhuri, J) 

                                   (Dr. Anshuman, J)
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