
   

         IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA  

                                             CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No. 4293 of 2020                                                    
 

                                    Arising Out of PS. Case No.- 745 Year-2019 Thana- Sasaram Nagar (T), District-Sasaram  

                                             =================================================  

Pintu @ Pintu Kumar  @ Pintuwa, aged about 37 years (Male), S/o 

Late Rajendra Singh, R/o village- Amra Talab, P.S. Sasaram (M), 

Dist. Rohtas.   

...  ...  Petitioner/s  

Versus  

        The State of Bihar   

  

...  ...  Opposite Party/s  

===================================================  

Appearance :  

             For the Petitioner/s              :    Mr. Sanjay Kumar Pandey   

 For the Opposite Party/s      :         Mr. Pranav Kumar, A.P.P.   

===================================================  

                                 CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ARVIND SRIVASTAVA  

ORAL ORDER  

  

3.  03-09-2020  Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned  

counsel for the State.     

Petitioner seeks anticipatory bail in connection 

with Sasaram (Nagar) (T) P.S. Case No. 745 of 2019 

registered for the offence under sections 302, 379, 34 of the 

Indian Penal Code and 27 of the Arms Act pending in the 

Court of C.J.M. Rohtas at Sasaram.  

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the  

petitioner has falsely been implicated in this case due to 

previous enmity and oblique motive. 
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              Learned A.P.P. appearing on behalf of the State 

vehemently opposed the prayer of the petitioner by 

contending that petitioner is named in the first information 

report. He has active participation in the alleged 

occurrence. Further he submits that petitioner has criminal 

antecedent. Hence, this is not a fit case for anticipatory bail. 

             Having considered the facts and circumstances of 

the case and the submissions advanced on behalf of learned 

counsel for the State, I am not inclined to enlarge the 

petitioner on bail. Accordingly, prayer of the petitioner for 

grant of anticipatory bail is rejected. 

 

                                   (Arvind Srivastava, J)  

Shailendra/-  
  

U    T    

  

                                              Note: This is certified to be the true typed copy of the original order.   

  

   

 

 


