
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.77685 of 2019

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-90 Year-2016 Thana- KARAHGAR District- Rohtas
======================================================
Laxman Sharma Son of  Ram Bachan Sharma Resident  of  Village-Sikaria,
P.S.-Darigaon, District-Rohtas.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

The State of Bihar  

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Meeta Sinha, Advocate
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr. Rajesh Kumar, A.P.P.
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE JUSTICE SMT. ANJANA MISHRA

ORAL ORDER

3 03-12-2019 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned

Additional Public Prosecutor on behalf of the State.  

The  petitioner  is  in  custody  since  15.07.2019,  in

connection  with  Kargahar  P.S.  Case  No.  90  of  2016  for  the

offences under Sections 394 of the Indian Penal Code.

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that in the

instant  case,  the  petitioner  is  not  named  in  the  FIR  and  the

details of  occurrence have been graphically stated in the FIR

which  clearly  shows  the  manner  of  occurrence  wherein  the

petitioner is not said to have any role. Learned counsel for the

petitioner submits that the present case was lodged by the person

who  had  been  entrusted  with  filling up  the  ATM machines

whereas a similar case has also been lodged by the management

bearing Kargahar P.S. Case No. 91 of 2016 and in the said case,
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the  petitioner  has  already  been granted  bail  by  this  Court  in

Cr.Misc.  No.  30615  of  2016  vide  order  dated  08.09.2016.

Learned counsel for the petitioner further submits that so far as

the antecedents of the petitioner are concerned, he is accused in

the two cases,  namely,  Kargahar  P.S.  Case No. 90 and 91 of

2016 relating to the same occurrence. So far as the third case

bearing  number  Kargahar  P.S.  Case  No.  145  of  2016  is

concerned, that too refers to the same occurrence.  

Considering  the  aforementioned  facts  and

circumstances, let the petitioner, above named, be enlarged on

bail  on  furnishing bail  bond of  Rs.  10,000/-  (Ten Thousand)

with two sureties of the like amount each to the satisfaction of

the  learned  Additional  Chief  Judicial  Magistrate,  Rohtas  at

Sasaram, in connection with Kargahar P.S. Case No. 90 of 2016.
  

uma/-
(Anjana Mishra, J)
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