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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Criminal Miscellaneous No.47000 of 2015 

 

 Arising Out of PS.Case No. -101 Year- 2014 Thana -ANGARGHAT District- SAMASTIPUR 

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

Saroj Kumar Pandey @ Saroj Pandey, Son of Ram Balak Pandey,  Resident 

of village - Dhadhia Ashadhar, P.S. Angar Ghat, District – Samastipur. 

 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

The State of Bihar   

 

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

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s              :      Mr. S.N.P. Singh, Sr. Advocate. 

                                                   Mr. Jitendra Narain Sinha, Advocate.  

For the Opposite Party/s      :     Mr. Dashrath Mehta (APP) 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJENDRA KUMAR 

MISHRA 

ORAL ORDER 

 

3 27-01-2016 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and the 

learned A.P.P. for the State.  

The petitioner apprehends his arrest in connection 

with Angar Ghat P.S. Case No. 101 of 2014 registered under 

Sections 324, 307, 504/34 of the Indian Penal Code and Section 27 

of the Arms Act pending in the court of J.M. Ist Class, 

Dalsinghsarai, Samastipur.  

The allegation of informant, Pankaj Rai, is that on 

29.10.2014, he had gone to the house his brother-in-law, Ganesh 

Pandey. On 20.10.2014, he along with his brother-in-law, Ganesh 

Pandey, Shashi Ranjan Sharma @ Guddu and Manoj Choudhary, 

were going to Chhat Ghat on the occasion of Chhat Puja, when 
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they reached at the Dam, Shivesh Paney shot fire at the belly of 

Ganesh Pandey. When the informant tried to save him then this 

petitioner shot fire at the belly of the informant.    

Having considered the facts and circumstances of the 

case and the nature of allegation against the petitioner, I am not 

inclined to grant anticipatory bail to the petitioner. Accordingly, 

the prayer of the petitioner for grant of anticipatory bail stands 

rejected. The petitioner is directed to surrender before the trial 

court within four weeks and pray for regular bail, which would be 

considered by the trial court in accordance with law without being 

prejudiced by the order of this Court.  

 

 

 
 

 

Bhardwaj/- 

                                 (Rajendra Kumar Mishra, J) 
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