
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Criminal Miscellaneous No.60592 of 2017 

 

 Arising Out of PS.Case No. -252 Year- 2017 Thana -ARA  NAGAR District- BHOJPUR 

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

1. Shyam Nandan Sharma S/o Samhut Sharma, R/o Mohalla- Katira, Ara, 
P.S.- Nawada, District- Bhojpur. 

 
....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar   
 

....   ....  Opposite Party/s 
====================================================== 
Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s         :      Mr. Uday Pratap Singh 
For the Opposite Party/s      :     Mr. Md. Ashlam Ansari 

====================================================== 
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SANJAY PRIYA 
ORAL ORDER 

 

3 21-12-2017 Heard learned counsel for the petitioners and the State.  

The petitioners apprehend arrest in Town (Ara) P.S. Case 

No. 252 of 2017  instituted for the offence under Sections-307, 427 & 

other minor Sections of the Indian Penal Code. 

                  It is alleged against the petitioner that while the informant 

was standing in queue to withdraw the money from ATM, he disturbed 

the queue and on protest, he assaulted the informant with sharp cut 

weapon causing injury to him. He also disclosed that he is working in 

Sadar Hospital as Health Advisor and his brother is a famous criminal.  

                It appears that subsequent to filing of the case by the 

informant who is Medical Officer, this petitioner has also filed the case 

against the informant. 

                 The injury report has been filed in supplementary affidavit 

which shows that the informant has sustained injury by sharp cut object. 
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                     Counsel for the petitioner has submitted that compromise 

has also taken place between the parties and compromise petition has 

been filed in the court below. 

                    This court, seeing the nature of offence committed, is not 

inclined to grant anticipatory bail to the petitioner. Accordingly, prayer 

for anticipatory bail stands rejected. 

The petitioner is directed to surrender in the court below 

and seek regular bail which will be considered by the court below 

taking into account that the matter has been compromised between the 

parties and disposed of on its own merit without being prejudiced by 

this order.  

 
 

A.K.V./- 

(Sanjay Priya, J) 
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