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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Criminal Miscellaneous No.27815 of 2017 

 

 Arising Out of PS.Case No. -27 Year- 2017 Thana -PANAPUR District- SARAN 

====================================================== 
Raj Kumar Singh Kushwaha @ Raj Kumar Singh & Anr      

....   ....    Petitioner/s 
Versus 

The State of Bihar                                

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

Appearance : 
For the Petitioner/s              :      Mr. Sanjay Kumar 
For the Opposite Party/s      :     Mr. Smt. Pronati Singh 

====================================================== 
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ARVIND SRIVASTAVA  

ORAL ORDER 
 

5 30-10-2017 Heard learned Counsel for the petitioner and learned 

Additional Public Prosecutor for the State. 

This application, for grant of anticipatory bail, arises 

out of Panapur Police Station Case No. 27 of 2017, disclosing 

offences under Sections 147, 148, 341, 323, 324, 307, 379 and 

504 of the Indian Penal Code. 

Learned counsel for the petitioner has submitted that 

there is general and omnibus allegation against these petitioners 

and no specific overt act is attributed to them. In fact, the 

petitioners and the informant happen to be agnates and  there is 

land dispute between the parties and on account of that 

altercation took place between the parties in which informant 

and his family members sustained injuries, which are simple in 

nature. Hence, the petitioners deserve the  privilege of 
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anticipatory bail. 

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

for anticipatory bail of these petitioners and submitted that there 

is direct allegation of assault by giving farsa blow causing injury 

on the head of the informant against petitioner no.1 and 

petitioner no.2 is said to have gave sword blow causing injury on 

the head of the father of the informant. 

Considering the facts and circumstances of the case, 

this Court is not inclined to grant the privilege of anticipatory 

bail to the petitioner. Accordingly, prayer for anticipatory bail of 

these petitioners is rejected. 

 

 

 
 

 
brajesh/- 

(Arvind Srivastava, J) 

U  T  

 


