
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Criminal Miscellaneous No.10219 of 2017 

 

 Arising Out of PS.Case No. -392 Year- 2016 Thana -GOPALGANJ TOWN District- GOPALGANJ 

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

1. Satyendra Yadav @ Lalan Yadav,  Son of Vidaya Choudhary.  

2. Jitendra Yadav @ Nagendra Yadav,  Son of Vidaya Choudhary. Both 

are Resident of Village- Sital Bavdaha, P.S. Kuchaikot, District- 

Gopalganj. 

3. Ramanand Choudhary @ Ramanand Yadav,  Son of Pandev Yadav.  

4. Santosh Choudhary @ Santosh Yadav,  Son of Pandev Yadav.  

5. Surendra Yadav,  Son of Master Yadav,  All are Resident of Village- 

Bardaha, P.S. Kuchaikot, District- Gopalganj. 

 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar.   

 

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

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s              :      Mr. Dhramveer, Advocate 

For the Opposite Party/s      :     Mr. Sri Braj Kishore Prasad, APP 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE VINOD KUMAR SINHA 

ORAL ORDER 

 

2 20-03-2017 Heard learned counsel for the petitioners.  

The petitioners are apprehending their arrest in 

connection with Gopalganj (Town) P.S. Case No. 392 of 2016 

lodged for the offences punishable under Sections 414, 120(B) of 

the Indian Penal Code and 8/20 (b)(vii)(c )/18/22/25/29 of the 

NDPS Act. 

It has been submitted on behalf of the petitioners that 

nothing has been recovered from the possession of the petitioners 

rather the names of the petitioners transpired during the course of 

investigation.  

There is allegation of recovery of more than 100 Kgs. 
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of Ganja.  

Heard learned APP also.  

In view of the nature of allegation as stated above, I 

am not inclined to grant anticipatory bail to the petitioners. They 

are directed to surrender before the Court below and pray for 

regular bail which will be considered on its own merit without 

being prejudiced by the order of this Court.  

The anticipatory bail application is, accordingly, 

dismissed.  

 

 
 

 

S.Pandey/- 

(Vinod Kumar Sinha, J) 

 

 
U  T  

 


