
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.55959 of 2019

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-111 Year-2019 Thana- PAKRIDAYAL District- East Champaran
======================================================
Saurabh Singh, aged about 19 years, Gender-Male, Son of Rampravesh Singh,
Resident of Village-Barkagaon, P.S.-Pakaridayal, District-East Champaran

...  ...  Petitioner
Versus

The State of Bihar

...  ...  Opposite Party
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner :  Mr.Ajay Kumar Singh, Advocate
For the Opposite Party :  Mr.Abhay Kumar Roy, APP
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE VIKASH JAIN

ORAL ORDER

2 03-09-2019   Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned APP

for the State.

2. The petitioner apprehends his arrest for the offences

alleged under Sections 398 and 401 of the Indian Penal Code and

Sections  25  (1-b)a,  26  and  35  of  the  Arms  Act  registered  in

connection with Pakaridayal P.S. Case No. 111 of 2019.

3.  It is submitted that the petitioner has been falsely

implicated in connection with recovery of one country made loaded

pistol in which two live cartridges of 7.65 bore were recovered from

the bed of the petitioner. It is submitted that the petitioner’s name

has  surfaced  on  the  confessional  statement  of  co-accused Dhiraj

Singh who was arrested by the police and from whose possession

live cartridges had been recovered. It is submitted that the seizure

list has been prepared in violation of Section 100 of the Cr.P.C. The

petitioner claims clean antecedents.

4.  Learned  APP  opposes  the  petition,  submitting

petitioner has been implicated on the confessional statement of co-

accused Dhiraj  Singh which has led to recovery of incriminating

articles from conscious possession of the petitioner. 
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5.  Having  regard  to  the  nature  of  accusations  and

gravity  of  offence  alleged,  this  Court  is  not  inclined  to  grant

anticipatory  bail  to  the  petitioner.  The  anticipatory  bail  petition

stands dismissed.
    

BT/-

(Vikash Jain, J)
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