IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Criminal Appeal (SJ) No.1334 of 2018

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-726 Year-2017 Thana- SHERGHATI District- Gaya

Sadhu Yadav @ Ranjeet Kumar, Son of Umesh Yadav, Resident of village-
Vandohi, P.S.- Sherghati, District- Gaya.

...... Appellant/s
Versus
The State of Bihar.
...... Respondent/s
Appearance :
For the Appellant/s : Mr. Surendra Kumar Mishra, Advocate
For the Respondent/s Mr. Sadanand Paswan, SPP246

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE BIRENDRA KUMAR
ORAL JUDGMENT

Date : 10-09-2018

Heard learned counsel for the parties.

This is an appeal under Section 14(A) of the Scheduled
Castes and Scheduled Tribes (Prevention of Atrocities) Act, 1989
(hereinafter referred to as the “SC/ST Act”) against the refusal of
prayer for anticipatory bail vide order dated 06.02.2018 passed
by the learned Special Judge S.C./S.T., Gaya in Sherghati Police
Station Case No0.726 of 2017 registered under Sections 452, 376,
511/34 of the Indian Penal Code and Sections 3 (i)(r)(s) of the
Scheduled Castes and Scheduled Tribes (Prevention of
Atrocities) Act.

Considering the nature of allegation against the
appellant to have entered into the house of the informant in wee

hours of night and attempted to ravish the family inmate. In my

view, this is not a fit case for grant of anticipatory bail. Hence,
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there is no need to interfere with the impugned order, whereby
prayer for anticipatory bail of the appellant has been rejected.
However, Annexure 2 would reveal that parties have entered into
compromise. If, that is the position, fate of the trial is known.
Hence, in the event of surrender of the appellant, the court below
shall dispose of the prayer for bail without being prejudiced by
this order and considering the factum of compromise between the
parties.

Accordingly, this appeal stands dismissed.

(Birendra Kumar, J)
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