
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Criminal Miscellaneous No.22564 of 2017 

 

 Arising Out of PS.Case No. -316 Year- 2016 Thana -GAYA KOTWALI District- GAYA 

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

1. Vikash Kumar @ Vicky @ Vikky @ Vikash Son of Ashok Kumar Gupta 

resident of Mohalla - Tekari Road P.S. Kotwali District Gaya. 

 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar.   

 

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

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s         :      Mr. Pramod Kumar Singh 

                                               Mr. Ramashish 

For the Opposite Party/s      :     Mr. Sunil Kumar 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE VINOD KUMAR SINHA 

ORAL ORDER 

 

3 15-05-2017 Heard the parties.  

      This application is for grant of regular bail in connection 

with Kotwali P.S.Case No.316 of 2016, for the offences under 

Section 387 of the Indian Penal Code. 

      Allegation against the petitioner is about demand of 

Rs.50,000/- as ‘rangdari’ in order to get the case compromised, 

which had been filed against the petitioner. It further appears from 

the F.I.R. itself that that the case has been lodged against the 

petitioner under Section 307 and other Sections of the Indian 

Penal Code as the petitioner fired on the informant causing injury 

on his waist. 

         It is submitted on behalf of the petitioner that the case is 

under Section 307 and other Sections of the Indian PenalCode and 
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the petitioner has remained in custody for about seven months and 

earlier cases lodged against the petitioner is concerned, two of 

them have been lodged by the informant itself. 

      Heard learned A.P.P. also.  

     Having heard both sides and in view of allegation and 

conduct of the petitioner, I am not inclined to grant bail to the 

petitioner, however, considering the fact that the petitioner is in 

custody for about eight months, the learned trial court is directed 

to expedite the trial of the petitioner and try to conclude it as soon 

as possible. 

With the aforesaid observation, this application is 

dismissed. 

 

   

 

chn/- 
(Vinod Kumar Sinha, J) 
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