
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Criminal Miscellaneous No.7716 of 2015 

 

 Arising Out of PS.Case No. -296 Year- 2013 Thana -MUFFASIL District- AURANGABAD 

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

Baikunth Singh @ Baikunth Kumar                       

....   ....    Petitioner 

Versus 

The State of Bihar                                

....   ....  Opposite Party 

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

with 

Criminal Miscellaneous No.7916 of 2015 
 

 Arising Out of PS.Case No. -296 Year- 2013 Thana -MUFFASIL District- AURANGABAD 

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

Sanjai Kumar Verma @ Sanjai Mehta                     

....   ....    Petitioner 

Versus 

The State of Bihar                                

....   ....  Opposite Party 

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

Appearance : 

(In Cr.Misc. No.7716 of 2015) 

For the Petitioner                   :      Mr. Bachan Jee Ojha, Advocate.  

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

(In Cr.Misc. No.7916 of 2015) 

For the Petitioner                    :      Mr. Ashok Kumar No.6, Advocate.  

For the Opposite Party            :     Mr. Kumar Ranjit Ranjan (App) 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE DINESH KUMAR 

SINGH 

ORAL ORDER 

 

2 03-03-2015 Heard learned counsels for the petitioners 

and the State. 

The petitioners are languishing in custody 

since 10.10.2014 in a case initially registered for 

the offences punishable under Section 392 of the 

Indian Penal Code, subsequently Sections 395 and 

120(B) of the I.P.C. were also added. 

The informant’s Scorpio vehicle was robbed. 

The name of the petitioners sprang up on confession 
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of co-accused. The statements made in paragraph nos. 

6, 7 and 11 of both the petitions that neither any 

recovery has been made from the petitioners nor the 

petitioners were put on T.I. Parade. Though the 

petitioners have been made accused in three other 

cases. 

        Considering the fact that the petitioners 

have not been put on T.I. Parade, let the 

petitioners, above named, be released on bail on  

furnishing bail bonds of Rs.10,000/-(Ten Thousand) 

each with two sureties of the like amount each to 

the satisfaction of the learned C.J.M. Aurangabad, 

in connection with Aurangabad (M) P.S. Case No. 296 

of 2013. 

 

U.K./-                                            (Dinesh Kumar Singh, J) 

U  T  

 


