
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.31302 of 2019

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-27 Year-2012 Thana- LAXMIPUR District- Jamui 
======================================================
RANJEET  DAS  Son  of  Late  Nar  Singh  Resident  of  Patharghatta,  P.S.-
Laxmipur, District- Jamui.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

The State of Bihar Bihar

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Satya Prakash Parasar
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr.Bharat Lal
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE VINOD KUMAR SINHA

ORAL ORDER

3 22-07-2019   Heard learned counsel for the parties.

The petitioner  is  apprehending his  arrest  in  connection

with Laxmipur P.S.case No.27 of 2012  registered for offences

punishable under Sections 302/34  of the Indian Penal Code.

Petitioner is not named in the name and as per FIR father

of the informant was working as Mansion (Mistry) and when his

father did not come, he called him on mobile but his mobile was

found switched off and thereafter he started searching him and

found the dead body of his father and three fired arm injuries

and one knife injury found on the deceased. It further appears

that during the course of investigation, name of the petitioner

has transpired on the confession of the co-accused. 

Submission  of  the  learned counsel  for  the  petitioner  is

that  the  name of the petitioner has transpired on confession of
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one  Gore Lal Tanti and Gore Lal Tanti has been acquitted after

full-fledged trial in S.T.No.473 of 2012 and except confessional

statement against the petitioner there is nothing against him. 

Heard learned A.P.P. , who has opposed the prayer for bail

on the ground that confessional  statement of Gore Lal Tanthi

was recorded in the year, 2012 itself and his name transpired in

that and he was found involved in the occurrence, as such he

does not deserve anticipatory bail.

Having  heard  both  sides  and  in  view of  the  facts  and

circumstances,  as  stated  above,  I  am  not  inclined  to  grant

privilege of anticipatory bail to the petitioner, however, if the

petitioner  surrenders before the learned court below and pray

for  regular  bail,  same  will  be  considered  on  the  basis  of

materials available against this petitioner.

With  the  aforesaid  direction,  this  application  is

dismissed.

    

chn/-
(Vinod Kumar Sinha, J)
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