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18-05-2017

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Criminal Miscellaneous N0.16172 of 2017

Avrising Out of PS.Case No. -99 Year- 2016 Thana -RAGHOPUR District- VAISHALI(HAJIPUR)

1. Bajrangi Das, S/o Ranjeet Das,
2. Ranjeet Das, S/o Maheshwar Das, Resident of Village- Rampur
Shyamchand, P.S.- Raghopur, District- Vaishali

........ Petitioner/s

Versus
The State of Bihar
........ Opposite Party/s
Appearance:
For the Petitioner/s . Mr. Satya Prakash Sinha, Advocate.
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr. Tarkeshwar Nath Thakur, APP.

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE PRABHAT KUMAR
JHA
ORAL ORDER

Heard both sides.

The petitioners apprehend their arrest in Raghopur
P. S. Case No. 99 of 2016 registered for the offences under
Sections 354, 324, 379 and other sections of the Indian Penal
Code.

The informant alleged that his three daughters went
to attend call of nature, but Bajrangi Das (Petitioner no.1) caught
one of his daughter and tried to take her away, but on alarm, wife
of the informant came at the spot where Baidhnath Das assaulted
the wife of the informant with sword on his head and Ranjeet Das
(petitioner no.2) stabbed the wife of the informant.

Leanred counsel for the petitioners submits that the
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occurrence took place on 14.11.2016, but the F.I.R. was lodged
on 17.11.2016. On the same day, Ganita Kumari the victim filed
complaint case No. 2798 of 2016 (Annexure-2) and disclosed
different story. It is submitted that the informant wanted to marry
his daughter with petitioner no.1, but petitioner no.2, the father of
petitioner no.1, objected and that is why this false case has been
lodged.

Leanred APP opposed the prayer for anticipatory
bail. It appears that the informant made specific allegation that
the petitioner Bajrangi Das caught the daughter of the informant
with bad intention and tried to take her away. On protest, the
petitioner no.2 Ranjeet Das is said to have assaulted the wife of
the informant. The informant and his wife got as many as three
injuries and opinion with regard to two injuries is kept reserved.

Considering the nature of allegation made against
the petitioners, I am not inclined to enlarge the petitioners on

anticipatory bail. Accordingly, the same is rejected.

(Prabhat Kumar Jha, J)




