
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.84351 of 2019

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-354 Year-2019 Thana- FALKA District- Katihar
======================================================
UTTAM  KUMAR @  UTTAM  SINGH  Son  of  Baban  Singh  Resident  of
Manjor,  P.S.-Masaurhi,  District-Patna  at  present  R/o-Dumar,  P.S.-Falka,
District-Katihar.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

The State of Bihar 

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Sanjeev Kumar Singh
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr.Madan Kumar
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE PRABHAT KUMAR JHA

ORAL ORDER

3 18-06-2020   Heard both sides through Video Conferencing.

The petitioner apprehends his arrest in Falka(Pothia)

P.S. Case No.354 of 2019 registered under Sections 341, 147,

323, 325, 504, 452, 380 and 354(B) of the Indian Penal Code.

The informant alleged that on 08.09.2019 at about 6

in the evening his family members had gone for immersion of

idol of Ganeshji but when they returned, they found the grill of

the house broken. The household articles were scattered.  The

local people said that Uttam Singh and others had come on four-

wheeler vehicles and they assaulted the inmates of  the house

and Sunita Ranjan, the owner of Beauty Parlour. Petitioner is

alleged to have abused Sunita Ranjan and misbehaved with her.

The  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  submits  that
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informant is not an eye witness of the occurrence. The statement

of Sunita Ranjan has not been recorded in the entire case diary

but it appears that Sunita Ranjan in para 7 of the case diary has

very clearly stated that it was petitioner who entered into the

house,  assaulted  her  and  put  her  down  on  the  ground.

Thereafter,  all  the  household  articles  were  ransacked.  The

petitioner is also alleged to have ill behaved with the lady who

runs a Beauty Parlour without any rhyme and reason.

Taking into consideration the facts aforesaid, I am not

inclined  to  enlarge  the  petitioner  on  anticipatory  bail.

Accordingly, the same is rejected. 
    

Saurabh/-
(Prabhat Kumar Jha, J)
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