
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Criminal Miscellaneous No.39545 of 2017 

 

 Arising Out of PS.Case No. -137 Year- 2017 Thana -RAMKRISHNANAGAR District- PATNA 

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

1. Sujeet Kumar Singh @ Bittu @ Rahul,  Son of Sri Ram Chandra Prasad,  

Resident of Mohalla Khajanchi Road, Near Milan Store, P.S. Pirbahore, 

District- Patna. 

 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar.   

 

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

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

Appearance : 
For the Petitioner/s         :      Mr. Sunil Kumar Pathak 

For the Opposite Party/s  :     Mr. Sri Ram Bachan Singh 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE VINOD KUMAR SINHA 
ORAL ORDER 

 

3 13-09-2017 Heard the parties. 

The petitioner seeks regular bail in Ram 

Krishna Nagar P.S. Case No.137 of 2017 registered for 

the offence under Sections 363 and 365 of the I.P.C. 

Allegation against the petitioner is of 

kidnapping the daughter of the informant. 

Submission of the learned counsel for the 

petitioner is that the girl is major and married lady having 

children also. She happens to be habitual offender of 

similar nature. The F.I.R. itself reveals that while the 

daughter of the informant, Sweta Sinha,  was going to do 
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job before 15 – 20 days earlier the petitioner lifted her in 

his Maruti car from the way  and after recovery of the 

victim her statement was recorded under Section 164 

Cr.P.C. after two days, i.e., on 25.05.2017 and, as such, 

her 164 Cr, P.C. itself appears to be manufactured and 

concocted one. Petitioner is in custody for 3 ½ months .  

Heard learned A.P.P. also who opposed the 

prayer for bail on the ground of  164 statement against the 

petitioner and also threatening her. 

Having heard both sides and in view of the 

facts and circumstances, as stated above, at this stage I am 

not inclined to grant bail to the petitioner. However, the 

trial court is directed to release the petitioner after framing 

charge against him in this case to his satisfaction. 

With the aforesaid observation this application is 

disposed of. 

 

 
 

 

AnilKrSinha/- 

(Vinod Kumar Sinha, J) 
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