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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Criminal Miscellaneous No.12336 of 2017 

 

 Arising Out of PS.Case No. -24 Year- 2016 Thana -KASBA District- PURNIA 

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

1. Md. Sakur @ Md. Sakur Alam,  Son of Md. Amjad Ali, R/o Village- 

Ghogha Raja Bari, P.S.- Kasba, District- Purnea. 

 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar.   

 

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

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s              :      Mr. Dr. Bidhu Ranjan 

For the Opposite Party/s      :     Mr. Sri Kalyan Shankar 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ARVIND SRIVASTAVA 

ORAL ORDER 

 

3 02-05-2017   Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned 

A.P.P. for the State. 

  Petitioner is in custody since 16.03.2016 in connection 

with Kasba P.S. Case No. 24 of 2016 registered under Sections 302, 

201 and 120(B) of the Indian Penal Code. 

  Learned counsel for the petitioner has submitted that the 

petitioner, who is of clean antecedent, is innocent and has not 

committed any offence. In fact, the petitioner is not named in the F.I.R. 

rather the entire F.I.R. has been registered against unknown. Merely on 

the basis of suspicion, the petitioner has been made accused in this case. 

The petitioner is rotting in custody for the last 13 months.  

  Learned A.P.P. for the State has opposed the prayer for 

bail of the petitioner and submitted that the petitioner has confessed his 

guilt and on whose confession, alleged motorcycle along with SIM 
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have been recovered from the field of Manoj Mandal.  

  Considering the facts and circumstances of the case, this 

Court is not inclined to grant bail to the petitioner. Accordingly, the 

prayer for bail of this petitioner is, hereby, rejected. 

  However, the trial court is directed to expedite the trial 

and try to conclude the same preferably within a period of six months 

from the date of receipt or production of the copy of this order. 

 

 

 

 
 

 

brajesh/- 

(Arvind Srivastava, J) 

U  T  

 


