
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Criminal Miscellaneous No.56992 of 2015 

 

 Arising Out of PS.Case No. -181 Year- 2015 Thana -KUDHNI District- MUZAFFARPUR 

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

Chamcham Rai @ Jaichandra Rai Son of late Badari Rai Resident of 

Village-Maidapur, P.s Kudhani, district Muzaffarpur. 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

 The State of Bihar                                                ....   ....  Opposite Party/s 

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s              :      Mr. Mukesh Kumar, Adv. 

For the Opposite Party/s      :     Mr. Rajendra Singh Shastrijee (App) 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SHIVAJI PANDEY 

ORAL ORDER 

 

4 19-02-2016             Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned 

counsel for the State. 

 In this case, the petitioner is seeking bail in connection 

with Kudhani (Turki O.P) P.S. Case No. 181 of 2015 registered 

for offences under Sections 467,468,471,420/34 of the Indian 

Penal Code. 

 There is allegation against the petitioner that he 

approached the informant and said that one Sushila Devi was 

intending to sale her land and on the next date the petitioner along 

with two ladies came and introduced her as land lady. Whereupon 

the transaction was fixed in 10 lacs out of which three lacs was 

advance paid to her in presence of the present petitioner and later 

on, on the date of execution rest money was given. Ten days 

before lodging the FIR when he has gone to take possession at the 

land, another lady came and informed that it is her land and she 

had not executed any sale of the land. On the last occasion this 
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Court has asked the petitioner to return Rs. 3,00,000/- to the 

informant but today the counsel for the petitioner submitted that 

he has no instruction regarding payment.  

 In view of the matter, this Court is not inclined to grant 

bail to the petitioner. The application is rejected. However, the 

petitioner is at liberty to renew his bail after one year of the 

judicial custody.   

  
 

Prakash/- 
                                (Shivaji Pandey, J) 

U  T  

 


