
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.57105 of 2019

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-29 Year-2019 Thana- SANDESH District- Bhojpur
======================================================
ADITYA  KUMAR  @  DANDI  YADAV,  Son  of  Ramesh  Kumar  Singh
Resident of Village - Rampur P.S.- Chandi, Distt - Bhojpur.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

The State of Bihar 
...  ...  Opposite Party/s

======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Ajay Kumar Singh
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr.Md. Iftekhar Mahmood
======================================================
CORAM:  HONOURABLE  MR.  JUSTICE  RAJENDRA  KUMAR
MISHRA

ORAL ORDER

2 09-09-2019   Heard  leaned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  and  the

leaned A.P.P. for the State.

The petitioner apprehends his arrest in connection

with  Sandesh  P.S.  Case  No.  29  of  2019,  registered  under

Sections 394 and 307 of the Indian Penal Code and Section 27

of  the  Arms  Act,  pending  in  the  court  of  the  learned  J.M.

Bhojpur at Ara.

The  accusation  is  that  in  the  evening  of

08.02.2019,  informant  Ashok  Prasad  along  with  son  Suraj

Kumar were locking his shop of ornaments situated in village

-Kori,  at  that  time,  3-4  persons  come  near  the  shop  out  of

which one person came near the son of  informant and fired

through pistol at his son Suraj Kumar, but that was hit at the

shuter of the shop. Thereafter, the said person came near the
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informant  and  made  attempt  to  take  bag.  When  informant

refused to  hand over the bag then he fired twice which hit to

the thigh of the informant and all the four persons snatched his

bag and fled away.   

Learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  submits  that

petitioner  is  not  named  in  the  F.I.R.  and  he  falsely  been

implicated in this case on the disclosure made by spy. The order

dated 01.08.2019 passed in ABP No. 1375 of 2019, whereby the

prayer of anticipatory bail has been refused in which the name

of  petitioner  came  in  the  confessional  statement  of  Nagesh

Yadav showing the involvement of petitioner as detailed in para-

4 of the said A.B.P. 

Having considered the facts and circumstances of

the case and the nature of allegation against the petitioner, I am

not  inclined  to  grant  anticipatory  bail  to  the  petitioner.

Accordingly,  his  prayer  for  grant  of  anticipatory  bail  stands

rejected.  
    

manish/-
(Rajendra Kumar Mishra, J)
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