
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Criminal Miscellaneous No.32018 of 2017 

 

 Arising Out of PS.Case No. -66 Year- 2017 Thana -PATAHI District- 

EASTCHAMPARAN(MOTIHARI) 

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

1. Chhotu Ram @ Santeshwar Kumar son of Babu Lal Ram 

2. Subodh Ram son of Ram Ekbal Ram  

3. Raj Kumar son of Babu Lal Ram  

4. Lalan Kumar son of Bindeshwari Ram 

5. Arjun Ram son of Ram Darshan Ram  

6. Jitendra Ram son of Kishun Ram 

All residents of village-Patahi Jadu, P.S. Patahi, Distt. East 

Champaran(Motihari). 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. State of Bihar  

2. The Junior Engineer, Electric Supply Sub Division, North Bihar Power 

Distribution Company Ltd. Patahi (Dhaka), Distt. East Champaran.  

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

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s              :     Mr.  Praveen Kumar, Advocate   

                                                   Mr. Uday Pratap Singh, Advocate 

For the Opposite Party/s      :     Mr.  Manoj Kumar, APP 

For the Electricity Board     :     Mr. Sanjay Giri, Advocate 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE S. KUMAR 

ORAL ORDER 

 

2 13-07-2017 Heard learned counsel for the petitioners and the 

State.   

Petitioners are apprehending their arrest in Patahi 

P.S. Case no. 66 of 2017 for the offences registered under Sections 

147, 149, 341, 323, 353, 379, 504 and 506 of the Indian Penal 

Code.   

Allegation of petitioners is that they along with other 

villagers entered into the electric supply office, stopped supply of 

electricity, assaulted the operator and disturbed functioning 

government work.  
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It is submitted on behalf of the petitioners that they 

have got no criminal antecedent.  Allegation against all the 

petitioners is general and omnibus.  Actually, petitioners went to 

the Electricity Department to submit petition for smooth supply of 

electricity.  They have falsely been implicated in the present case.  

The anticipatory bail petition has been vehemently 

opposed by Mr. Sanjay Giri, learned counsel appearing on behalf 

of opposite party no. 2.     

                    Considering the facts and circumstances of the present 

case, let petitioners, above named, in the event of arrest or 

surrender within a period of four weeks from the date of 

receipt/production of a copy of this order, be enlarged on bail on 

furnishing bail bond of Rs. 10,000/- (Ten thousand) each with two 

sureties of the like amount each to the satisfaction of the learned 

C.J.M., East Champaran, Motihari in Patahi P.S. Case no. 66 of 

2017, subject to the conditions as laid down under Section 438(2) 

of the Code of Criminal Procedure.    

 

 

 

sudip/- 

(S. Kumar, J) 
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