
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Criminal Miscellaneous No.31963 of 2016 

 

 Arising Out of PS.Case No. -74 Year- 2014 Thana -SHEOHAR District- SHEOHAR 

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

Indra Kishore Chaudhary, son of Kapileshwar Chaudhary, resident of 

village- Velwa, P.S. Piparahi, District- Sheohar                               

....   ....    Petitioner 

Versus 

The State of Bihar                                

....   ....  Opposite Party 

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner                :      Mr. Shabir Ahmad,  

  Mr. Shambhu Sharan Singh, Advocates  

For the State                      :       Mr. Shantanu Kumar, A.P.P.  

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE DR. JUSTICE RAVI RANJAN 

ORAL ORDER 

 

2 17-08-2016 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and the learned 

A.P.P. for the State. 

The petitioner seeks bail in a case registered under 

Sections 420, 468,470 and 478 of the Indian Penal Code. 

Petitioner had earlier filed application for grant of 

anticipatory bail which was dismissed as withdrawn after some 

argument.  

It is contended on behalf of the petitioner that prior to 

that a co-ordinate Bench of this Court had granted anticipatory 

bail to other accused persons such as , Rani Devi, Devendra Singh 

and Ashok  Kumar Singh, a copy of the order has been appended 

as Annexure 5.  

Petitioner admits that Annexure 5 was passed after the 
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order dated 12.04.2016 passed in Cr. Misc. No.44086 of 2015 by 

this Court and Ashok Kumar Singh, co-accused,  was granted bail 

on 17.03.2016 but that information was not given  to this Court at 

the time of argument.  

Accordingly, if the petitioner surrenders and seeks 

regular bail, let the aforesaid decisions of different co-ordinate 

Benches of this Court, appended as Annexure 5 be also considered 

in accordance with law by the court below without being 

prejudiced by the order of rejection of anticipatory bail.  

Learned counsel for the State does not have any 

objection to that.  

This application, accordingly, stands disposed of.  

 

Sanjay-II/- (Dr.  Ravi Ranjan, J) 
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