
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.64804 of 2019

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-57 Year-2019 Thana- SINGHIYA District- Samastipur
======================================================
BIKRAM KUMAR SINGH @ VIKRAM KUMAR SINGH Son of Late Ram
Nandan Singh Resident of Village - Mahe, P.S.- Singhia (Singhiya), District-
Samastipur

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

The State of Bihar 

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. S.N. Sinha, Sr. Adv.

 Mr. J.N. Sinha, Adv.
For the Informant :  Mr. Jagdish Prasad Singh
For the State :  Mr. Ram Sumiran Rai

======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ARVIND SRIVASTAVA

ORAL ORDER

2 14-11-2019                      Heard learned counsel for the parties.

The  petitioner  is  accused  in  connection  with

Singhiya  P.S.  Case  No.  57  of  2019 registered  under  sections

302,  307  and  120(B)  of  the  I.P.C.  pending  in  the  Court  of

Additional Sessions Judge-I, Rosera, Samastipur.

Submission of learned counsel for the petitioner is

that petitioner is innocent and has falsely been implicated in the

present case due to village politics. Nothing incriminating has

been recovered from the conscious possession of the petitioner.

Further  submission  is  that  petitioner  is  in  custody  since

20.05.2019.

Learned  A.P.P.  appearing  on  behalf  of  the  State
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opposed the prayer of the petitioner by contending that there is

direct allegation against the petitioner of firing upon the brother

of the informant with intention to kill him. The witnesses have

also  supported  the  prosecution  version.  The  learned  counsel

appearing on behalf of the opposite parties also undertakes that

the prosecution evidence will be concluded within three months.

Having considered the facts and circumstances of

the case and nature of allegation, I am not inclined to allow the

prayer of the petitioner for bail. Accordingly, this application is

rejected.

However, liberty is given to the petitioner to renew

his prayer for bail after three months.
    

Shailendra/-
(Arvind Srivastava, J)
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