
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Criminal Miscellaneous No.39681 of 2017 

 

 Arising Out of PS.Case No. -345 Year- 2016 Thana -DANAPUR District- PATNA 

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

Dinesh Singh S/o Shri Ram Naresh Singh R/V- Vishal Mega Mart, Main 

Road, Danapur, P.S.- Danapur, Distt.- Patna 

 

....   ....    Petitioner 

Versus 

The State of Bihar   

 

....   ....  Opposite Party 

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

Appearance : 
For the Petitioner/s             :      Smt. Sudha Ambastha 

For the Opposite Party/s      :     Mr. Rajesh Kumar 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE VINOD KUMAR SINHA 
ORAL ORDER 

 

4 14-09-2017 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner. 

This is an application for bail in connection with Danapur 

P.S. Case No. 345 of 2016 registered for the offences punishable 

under Sections 302, 120B of the Indian Penal Code and 27 of the 

Arms Act. 

Petitioner is named in the FIR and there is allegation 

against the petitioner and co-accused is of indiscriminate firing on 

the father-in-law of informant and she is eye-witness to the 

occurrence. 

Submission of learned counsel for the petitioner is that 

nothing has been recovered from his possession though it is 

alleged that one pistol of the petitioner and two pistols of other 

accused persons were recovered from his possession, FSL report 
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shows that they were used weapons, as such, involvement in crime 

of the petitioner is doubtful. Further submission is that he has 

falsely been implicated in this case and he is in custody since 

22.8.2016 and co-accused person has been granted bail. 

Heard learned APP and learned counsel for the 

informant. Learned counsel for the informant has opposed the 

prayer for bail on the ground that petitioner is named in the FIR 

and there is allegation against him and he has also made 

confession on his confession recovery has been made from his 

house and further prayer for bail of co-accused persons has been 

rejected by co-ordinate Bench of this Court. 

Having heard both sides and in view of facts and 

circumstances, I am not inclined to grant bail to the petitioner. 

Prayer for bail is rejected. 

 

 

 
 

 

spal/- 

(Vinod Kumar Sinha, J) 
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