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Sole accused in custody Arun Kumar Sah is produced from prison with the
cutody warrant. Case called out. The Ld. counsel of the petitioner as well as the
learned Spl. P. P appeared. Copy of the relevant police paper supplied to the defence.

Heard the learned Spl. P.P Sri Arun Kumar Pandit and the learned counsel
Sri P.K.Prabhakar on the point of framing charge.

The learned Spl. P.P opened the case for prosecution by describing the charge
against the accused and narrated the evidence proposed to be given to prove the guilt
of the accused. Also heard the learned defence counsel on the point of framing
charge.

After hearing both sides and on perusal of the FIR, Charge-sheet, and other
materials available on the record, I am of opinion that there is ground for presuming
that the accused have committed the offence u/s 323/341/342/504 IPC and 3 (1) (x)
of SC/ST (POA) Act [Old Act], which is exclusively triable by this court.

Accordingly charge has been framed against the above named accused for
offence u/s 323/341/342/504 IPC and 3 (1) (x) of SC/ST (POA) Act [Old Act] and
read over to him in Hindi language which he understood, hearing to which he refused
to plead guilty and claimed to be tried. The learned Spl. P.P seeks time to produce
witnesses and also prays to issue summons to the witnesses. Office is directed to issue
summons to the witnesses.

Fixed_17/06/2022 for Prosecution Evidence.

Dictated and corrected by

Neeraj Kumar II

Additional Sessions Judge I cum- Spl. Judge SC/ST
Katihar

Bail petition filed on behalf of the accused is conucted.

The learned councel appearing on behalf of the accused petitioner
submitted that the petitioner was on court bail but due to confusion he left
pairvi and his bail bond was cancelled on 01/11/2021, It was also submitted
that there was no intentional default on the part of the petitioner. It was further
submitted that had been in custody since 31/05/2022. The 1d. Counsel prayed
to enlarge the petitioner on bail.

The leaned Spl. P.P. opposed the prayer of bail petition.
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Heard both sides and perused the case record, it appears that the
bail bond was cancelled on 01-11-2021 due to non- appearacne. The petitioner
has been in custody since 31/05/2022. Charge has been framed against the
petittioner in the case today.

In facts and circumstances mentioned above the petitioner is
admitted on furnishing the bail bond of Rs. 10,000/ with two sureties of the
like amount each with condition the petitioner shall remain physically present
on two consecutive dates and will do proper pairvee on all dates. The
petitioner shall file an undertaking to this effect.

Dicated and corrected

(Neeraj Kumar II )
A.D.J.-I cum Spl. Judge SC/ST
Katihar
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