
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No 60269 of 2019

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-174 Year-2018 Thana- ROSHANGANJ District- Gaya
======================================================
SADAB AHMAD @ LALLU KHAN @ SADAB MIAN @ SHADAB @
LALU KHAN Son of Mohiuddin Khan Resident of Village - Jolahbigha, P.S.-
Pratappur, District - Chatra, (Jharkhand)

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

The State of Bihar

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr Baxi S R P Sinha, Sr Advocate with

 Mr Arvind Kumar Singh, Advocate
For the S t a t e :  Mr Ramchandra Singh, APP
For the I n f o r m a n t : M/s Pranav Kr, Praveen Kr, Advocates 
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR JUSTICE MADHURESH PRASAD

ORAL ORDER

4 11-12-2019 Heard  learned  Senior  Counsel  for  the  petitioner,

learned APP for  the State  as  well  as  learned counsel  for  the

informant.

Petitioner  seeks  bail  in  a  case  registered  for  the

offences punishable under Sections 386, 341, 307/34 of Indian

Penal Code and Section 27 of Arms Act.

Petitioner is accused in the instant case wherein the

informant was subjected to violence for extortion.  The learned

Senior Counsel submits that merely on suspicion, the petitioner

has  been  implicated  in  this  case.   The  implication  is  having

regard to the large number of earlier cases pending against him

and otherwise without any basis.
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Learned  counsel  for  the  informant  as  well  as  the

learned APP for the State have pointed out that during course of

investigation, the mobile phone, from which the extortion call

was  made  as  well  as  the  weapon  used  for  firing  upon  the

informant, were recovered from possession of the petitioner.

Having regard to the criminal background, on basis of

large number of cases pending against the petitioner as well as

the material collected during course of investigation, this Court

is not inclined to allow the prayer of petitioner for bail.  Same is

rejected.  

M.E.H./-

(Madhuresh Prasad, J)
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