IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Criminal Miscellaneous N0.38168 of 2015

Arising Out of PS.Case No. -75 Year- 2013 Thana -BANIAPUR District- SARAN

C e ——— ——— —
\ﬂﬁe D"t" j_The State Of Bihar
........ Petitioner/s
Versus
Lal Mahan Singh
........ Opposite Party/s
Appearance :
"1* O ?\_For the Petitioner/s . Mr. Syed Ashfagque Ahmad
% " For the Opposite Party/s : Mr.
? G F F \ C' :::::::F;p:::::::i/::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE BIRENDRA PRASAD VERMA
ORAL ORDER
2 27-01-2016 Heard the parties.

The only ground taken by the State of Bihar for
cancellation of bail of the opposite party granted by this Court by
order dated 24.06.2015 passed in Cr. Misc. No. 15737 of 2015 is
the alleged suppression of facts while making application for
grant of bail.

Indisputably, the prayer for bail of the accused opposite
party was earlier rejected by order dated 19.05.2014 passed in Cr.
Misc. No. 9568 of 2014 with certain observations. Thereafter,
fresh petition of bail was filed giving rise to Cr. Misc. No. 15737
of 2015, which was allowed by the order dated 24.06.2015.
Admittedly, before passing order of bail, the learned Additional
P.P appearing on behalf of the State was heard, but he did not
point out about the suppression of material facts by the accused
opposite party.

That being the position, this Court does not find any
good ground to cancel the bail-bound of the opposite party. It is
well settled that grant of bail to an accused stands on one footing,

but the cancellation of bail granted to the accused stands on
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altogether different footing.
The present application seems to be completely

misconceived and is, accordingly, dismissed.
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