
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Criminal Miscellaneous No.46023 of 2014 

 

 Arising Out of PS.Case No. -451 Year- 2014 Thana -AHIAPUR District- 

MUZAFFARPUR 

====================================================== 

Jai Prakash Mahto S/o Late Anant Mahto  Resident of Village - Radhi P.S. 

Jale, Distt. - Darbhanga 

 

....   ....    Petitioner 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar   

 

....   ....  Opposite Party 

====================================================== 

with 

Criminal Miscellaneous No.9555 of 2015 
 

 Arising Out of PS.Case No. -451 Year- 2014 Thana -AHIAPUR District- 

MUZAFFARPUR 

====================================================== 

Abhishek Kumar @ Abhishek Kumar Bharti S/o Sri Binoy Kumar Mahto 

resident of village - Lal Bag, Pani Tanki, P.S. - Kilaghat, District - 

Darbhanga. 

 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar.   

 

....   ....  Opposite Party/s 

====================================================== 

Appearance : 

(In Cr.Misc. No.46023 of 2014) 

For the Petitioner/s              :      Mr. Rajani Ranjan Pd. Singh, Adv. 

For the Opposite Party/s      :     Mr. Gopesh Kumar(App) 

(In Cr.Misc. No.9555 of 2015) 

For the Petitioner/s              :      Mr. Diwakar Prasad Karn, Adv. 

For the Opposite Party/s      :     Mr. Uday Pratap Singh(App) 

====================================================== 
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE PRABHAT KUMAR JHA 

ORAL ORDER 

 

4 22-06-2015 
Heard both sides. 

The petitioners apprehend their arrest in Ahiyapur P.S. 

Case no. 451/2014, registered for the offences punishable under 

Sections 366 (A) and other Sections of the Indian Penal Code. 
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The father of the victim made allegation that his minor 

daughter was kidnapped by the petitioners and others. 

It is submitted that the informant is not an eye-witness 

of the occurrence. The victim sent letter to the C.J.M., 

Muzaffarpur stating that she has solemnized marriage with Raj @ 

Amit, but the victim has not been recovered as yet. From perusal 

of the case diary it appears that Manish Kumar Singh is an eye-

witness of the occurrence who saw the petitioners and others 

taking the victim (daughter of the informant) from a Bolero. 

Considering the facts aforesaid, I am not inclined to 

enlarge the petitioners above named on anticipatory bail. 

Accordingly, the same is rejected. If the victim is recovered and 

make her statement against the petitioners, the petitioners may 

pray for regular bail. 

 

 

Rakhi/- 

                                                             (Prabhat Kumar Jha, J.) 
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