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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Criminal Miscellaneous N0.11312 of 2017

Arising Out of PS.Case No. -290 Year- 2016 Thana -PATLIPUTRA District- PATNA

Rewati Kumar Karn @ Rewati Kumar @ Karan S/o Late Jogendra Lal
Resident of House No. 5, Aadri Lane, S.K. Puri, P.S. - S.K. Puri, District
Patna.

........ Petitioner
Versus
The State of Bihar
........ Opposite Party
Appearance :
For the Petitioner : Mr. Ritesh Kumar, Advocate.
For the Opposite Party : Mr. Sri Ahtash Ali Khan, APP.

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE PRABHAT KUMAR JHA
ORAL ORDER

Heard both sides.

The petitioner apprehends his arrest in Patliputra P.S.
Case No. 290 of 2016 registered for the offences punishable under
Sections 47, 48, 54 and 55 of the Bihar Excise Act.

The police got information that Vijay Kumar used to
supply liquor at the rate of 1500-2000/-. On such Vijay Kumar
was apprehended and on enquiry he disclosed that the petitioner
Rewati Kumar Karn @ Rewati Kumar @ Karan who lives in Adri
Lane on rent supplied liquor to him. On such the informant went
to search, the wife of the petitioner found concealing key of
Maruti Swift Car and from the vehicle different articles including
SIM card and other papers relating to the petitioner were

recovered.
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Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the wife
of the petitioner was arrested by the police. This Court in Cr.
Misc. No. 43417 of 2016 passed stricture against the informant.
The petitioner has falsely been implicated in the case. The
petitioner is not the owner of the car. The car has already been
released in favour of its owner. It is further submitted that all the
documents have been taken from the house of the petitioner and
the informant showed the same to have been recovered from the
vehicle but, it appears from the records and the case diary that
Maruti Swift Car bearing Registration No. BR0O1CV-5247 was
searched and different brands of foreign liquor were recovered.
The documents belong to the petitioner were also recovered from
the car. The petitioner was also in possession of the car. Vijay
Kumar also disclosed that it was the petitioner who used to supply
liqguor on demand.

Considering the facts aforesaid, I am not inclined to
enlarge the petitioner above named on anticipatory bail.

Accordingly, the same is rejected.

(Prabhat Kumar Jha, J.)




