
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.17466 of 2020

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-831 Year-2019 Thana- KANTI THARMAL POWER District-
Muzaffarpur

======================================================
VIKKY KUMAR @ VIKKY @ SHUBHAM S/O - Ram Bahadur Ray R/O-
Vill - Rusulpur Dih Pakohi, P.S. - Karja, Dist.- Muzaffarpur.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

The State of Bihar 

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Rajeev Ranjan No.Ii
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr.Ram Bilash Roy Raman
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ARVIND SRIVASTAVA

ORAL ORDER

3 02-07-2020  Heard  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  and  the

learned A.P.P. for the State.

 The petitioner is accused in connection with Kanti

P.S.  Case  No.  831  of  2019  for  the  offence  registered  under

Sections  412,  413,  414,  467,  468,  472,  471/34 of  the  Indian

Penal  Code  and  Sections  25(1-b)A,  26,  35  of  the  Arms  Act

pending in the Court of S.D.J.M., (West), Muzaffarpur. 

 Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioner

submits  that  petitioner  is  innocent  and  have  falsely  been

implicated  in  the  present  case.  It  is  further  submitted  that

nothing  incriminating  article  has  been  recovered  form  the

conscious possession of the petitioner. Petitioner is in custody

since 11.11.2019.



Patna High Court CR. MISC. No.17466 of 2020(3) dt.02-07-2020
2/2 

Learned  A.P.P.  appearing  on  behalf  of  the  State

vehemently opposed the prayer of the petitioner by contending

that  there  is  involvement  of  the  petitioner  in  the  alleged

occurrence.  He further  submits  that  petitioner  has been made

accused in several cases, i.e. 34 cases, as contained in paragraph

no.3 of the bail petition. Hence, this is not a fit case for bail.

Having considered the facts and circumstances of the

case and the submissions advanced on behalf of the A.P.P., this

Court  is  not  inclined  to  enlarge  the  petitioner  on  bail.

Accordingly, prayer of the petitioner for bail is rejected.
    

shailendra/-
(Arvind Srivastava, J)
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