
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.10881 of 2020

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-206 Year-2018 Thana- BHAGWANPUR District- Vaishali
======================================================
Suraj Sahani Son of Nandlal Sahani, Resident of Village - Ataullahpur, P.S.-
Lalganj, District - Vaishali

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

The State of Bihar 

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Bela Singh
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr. Umesh Lal Verma
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SHIVAJI PANDEY

ORAL ORDER

5 22-01-2021 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned

counsel for the State.  

In this case, the petitioner is seeking regular bail in

connection  with  Bhagwanpur  P.S.  Case  No.  206  of  2018

registered for offence punishable under sections 394 and 302 of

the Indian Penal Code. 

In  the  FIR  it  has  been  alleged  that  the  petitioner

entered into the office of the informant’s brother  and committed

robbery  and  in  course  of  that  the  petitioner has  killed  the

younger brother of the informant and also took away a golden

chain  and  a  mobile  bearing  no.  8873966471  and  also

Rs.2,00,000/-. The petitioner has criminal history.

Learned counsel  for the  petitioner submits that save

and except the confessional statement, there is nothing on record
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against the petitioner, but in paragraph 44 and in paragraph 45

of  the  case  diary,  the  witnesses  Bhikhari  Sahani  and  Sanjay

Sahani have given their  statement  and taken the name of the

petitioner to be involved in the said incident. He further submits

that co-accused Rakesh Kumar has been granted bail by one of

the coordinate Bench of this Court in Cr. Misc. No. 27906 of

2020, but from perusal of the order dated 15.12.2020 passed in

that  case  it  appears  that  the  different  paragraphs  of  the  case

diary were not brought to notice of the Court. 

In such view of the matter, this Court is not inclined

to grant bail to the petitioner for the present and accordingly his

prayer for bail is rejected. 

    

Mahesh/-
(Shivaji Pandey, J)
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