
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL APPEAL (SJ) No.581 of 2020

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-161 Year-2018 Thana- PATEPUR District- Vaishali
======================================================
VINAY KUMAR Son of Suresh Rai Resident of Village Harlochanpur Sukki,
P.S. Patepur, District Vaishali.

...  ...  Appellant/s
Versus

The State of Bihar 

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Appellant/s :  Mr.Nilesh Kumar
For the Respondent/s :  Mr.Sadanand Paswan
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ARVIND SRIVASTAVA

ORAL ORDER

3 01-06-2020   Heard learned counsel for the appellant and the

learned counsel appearing for the State. 

This  appeal  is  directed  against  the  order  dated

26.11.2019  passed  by  1st Additional  Sessions  Judge-cum-

Special Judge, Hajipur, Vaishali in Patepur P.S. Case No. 161

of 2018 registered under sections 341, 323, 379, 376/34 of

the Indian Penal  Code and Sections 4/6 of the POCSO Act

and  section  3(i)(e)/3(2)(v)  of  the  SC/ST  (Prevention  of

Atrocities) Act.

Learned  counsel  appearing  for  the  appellant

submits  that  the  appellant  is  innocent  and  he  has  been

falsely implicated in this case due to admitted land dispute

between the parties. As a matter of the prosecution side is in
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habit  of  launching  false  cases  with  intention  of  extorting

money.  Appellant  is  a  man  of  clean  antecedent  and  is  in

custody since 01.07.2019. 

Learned  Special  P.P.  appearing  for  the  State

submits that the allegations levelled are specific against this

appellant. Medical evidence supports the allegations levelled

and  further  the  witnesses  have  also  supported  the

prosecution case. 

Considering  the  facts  and  circumstances  of  the

case, the submissions advanced on behalf of the parties and

the nature of allegations levelled, this Court is not inclined to

grant bail to the appellant. His prayer for bail is, accordingly,

rejected. 

The appeal, thus, stands dismissed. 
    

           mcv/-
                      (Arvind Srivastava, J)
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