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12-09-2025

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.30814 of 2025

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-569 Year-2022 Thana- MINAPUR District- Muzaffarpur

Virendra Sahani Son of Nand Lal Sahani Resident of village - Dharpur, P.S.-
Minapur, District - Muzaffarpur.

...... Petitioner/s
Versus

The State of Bihar

...... Opposite Party/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mrs. Bela Singh, Advocate
For the State : Mr. Shailendra Kumar Singh, APP
For the Informant : Mr. Vakil Kumar, Adv.

Mr. Alok Kumar Alok, Adv.

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE DR. ANSHUMAN
ORAL ORDER

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

2. The petitioner seeks regular bail in connection with
Sessions Trial No. 295 of 2024 arising out of Minapur P.S. Case
No. 569 of 2022, lodged on 07.11.2022, under Sections 341,
323, 147, 149, 379, 506 and 302 of the Indian Penal Code.

3. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the
bail application of the petitioner has earlier been rejected by this
Hon’ble Court vide order dated 22.02.2024 passed in Cr. Misc.
No. 11108 of 2024 with liberty granted to the petitioner that he
may renew his prayer for bail nine months after framing of

charge.



Patna High Court CR. MISC. No.30814 of 2025(4) dt.12-09-2025
2/3

4. Counsel further submits that the charge was framed
on 16.05.2024, thereafter, more than one year has passed, but
the trial has not been concluded. Counsel further submits that
the specific allegation against the petitioner is that he gave a
lathi blow on the back of the deceased. Counsel further submits
that there is a land dispute between the parties. Counsel further
submits that a report regarding the present stage of the trial has
been called for twice, firstly in the month of July, and secondly
in the month of August. Counsel also submits that the
antecedent of the petitioner is clean and he has been in custody
since 01.12.2023.

5. Learned counsel for the informant vehemently
opposes the prayer for bail and submits that according to his
knowledge three witnesses have been examined.

6. Learned APP for the State opposes the prayer for
bail and submits that on the previous occasion, a report was
called for, and from the said report, it transpires that out of 10
witnesses, 8 witnesses have already been examined, and only
two witnesses, 1.€., the doctor and the Investigating Officer, are
left to be examined.

7. In light of the submissions made above, it

transpires to this Court that no purpose would be served by
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keeping the petitioner in custody, especially when all the
contesting witnesses have been examined and only the doctor
and the Investigating Officer remain to be examined.

8. In the present facts and circumstances of this case,
let the petitioner above named, be granted bail, on furnishing
bail bonds of Rs.30,000/- (Rupees Thirty thousand) as
mentioned in Section 2(1) (d) of the BNSS, 2023 to the
satisfaction of Additional Sessions Judge-17th, Muzaffarpur, in
connection with Sessions Trial No. 295 of 2024 arising out of
Minapur P.S. Case No. 569 of 2022, subject to the following

conditions as laid down under Section 480(3) of the BNSS.

(Dr. Anshuman, J.)



