
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Criminal Miscellaneous No.38908 of 2017

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-165 Year-2015 Thana- JOKIHAT District- Araria
======================================================
Md. Raquib @ Md. Raguib S/o Asimuddin @ Akimuddin Resident of village
- Bagesri, P.S. Jokihat, District Araria.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

The State of Bihar.  

...  ...  Opposite Party/s 
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. md. Naushad uzzoha
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr. SRI BHANU PRATAP SINGH
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE KISHORE KUMAR 
MANDAL

ORAL ORDER

3 19-09-2017
                  Heard both sides. 

              Apprehending his arrest in Jokihat P.S.Case No. 165 of
2015, the petitioner has prayed for grant of  anticipatory bail.

                  It is stated that the FIR was lodged in June, 2015 against
unknown. There is no evidence directly incriminating the petitioner
in the crime.

                 Learned counsel for the  State,  on the other hand,  submits
that  only  few  days  after  the  occurrence    one   co-accused  was
arrested with the vehicle used in the crime who   in his disclosure
statement  named  the  petitioner.   He   also  points  out   that  the
petitioner has few  criminal cases to his credit.

            Considering the  facts and circumstances of the case, the
prayer  for  anticipatory  bail    made  on behalf  of  the  petitioner  is
rejected.  

  

HR/-
(Kishore Kumar Mandal, J)
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