
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.61081 of 2025

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-101 Year-2025 Thana- NAUHATTA District- Rohtas
======================================================

1. Kishun Dev Uraon @ Kisun Dev Uraon @ Kishun Urab S/o Late Jageshwar
Uraon R/o Village- Hurmeta, PS- Nauhatta, District - Rohtas

2. Pramila  Devi  W/o  Upendra  Uraon  R/o  Village-  Hurmeta,  PS-  Nauhatta,
District - Rohtas

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

The State of Bihar Bihar

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Ashwani Kumar Tiwary
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr.Pramod Kumar Pandey
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SANDEEP KUMAR

ORAL ORDER

2 09-09-2025     Heard  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioners  and

learned Additional Public Prosecutor for the State. 

2. The petitioners seek regular bail in connection with

Nauhatta P.S. Case No. 101 of 2025 registered for the offences

punishable under Sections 191(2), 190, 103(1) of the Bhartiya

Nyay Sanhita, 2023 and under Section ¾ Bihar Witch (Daain)

Practices Act, 1999.

3. As per the First Information Report, the informant

alleged  that  the  petitioners  along  with  other  accused  persons

killed his wife, namely, Kismi Devi by throttling.

4.  Learned  counsel  for  the  petitioners  submits  that

petitioners  have  clean  antecedent  and  they  have  falsely  been
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implicated in the present case. There is case and counter case

between the parties.  From bare perusal of the FIR, it  appears

that although the petitioners are named in the FIR but there is no

specific allegation of assault or overt act against them, rather the

allegation levelled against all the accused persons including the

petitioners  are  general  and  omnibus.  The  petitioners  are  in

custody since 12.04.2025.

5.  The  learned  Additional  Public  Prosecutor  has

vehemently opposed the prayer for bail of the petitioners.

6. Considering the aforesaid facts and circumstances,

there is no specific allegation of assault or overt act against the

petitioners and the petitioners have clean antecedent and there is

case and counter  case between the parties,  this  application is

allowed.

7. Accordingly, let  the petitioners,  above named, be

released on bail  on furnishing bail  bond of Rs. 10,000/- (Ten

Thousand) each with two sureties of the like amount each to the

satisfaction of the learned SDJM, Dehri, Rohtas in connection

with Nauhatta P.S. Case No. 101 of 2025.
    

Vikas/- 
                                    (Sandeep Kumar, J)
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