2

11-07-2022

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.13566 of 2022

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-540 Year-2021 Thana- SUGAULI District- East Champaran

AJAY SINGH Son of Jagat Singh @ Bhagat Singh Resident of Village -
Raipatti, Bhatahan, Police Station - Sugauli, District - East Champaran.

...... Petitioner/s
Versus
The State of Bihar
...... Opposite Party/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr.Virendra Kuar
For the Opposite Party/s : Mr.Satyendra Prasad

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SHAILENDRA SINGH
ORAL ORDER

The learned counsel for the petitioner is directed to

remove all the defects pointed out by the Stamp Reporter within one
month.

Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and the State.

Petitioner seeks regular bail in Sugauli P.S. Case no. 540
of 2021 registered for the offence punishable under sections 25(i-B)a,
26 and 35 of the Arms Act.

Allegedly, from the possession of this petitioner a country
made pistol was recovered with five live cartridges.

The main submissions advanced by the learned counsel
for the petitioner are that against the petitioner there are antecedent of
four cases detailed in para 3 of the petition, among the cases, three
relate to land dispute and in respect of one case lodged under section
302 IPC petitioner was made accused merely on the basis of

suspicion and in present case he has been languishing in jail since
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23.12.2021.

Learned APP has opposed the prayer for bail.

Heard both sides, perused the FIR. As per prosecution
petitioner is the main accused in relation to murder of a RTT activist
and in respect of said case while making investigation, police got
information that the petitioner was present with other co-accused in
his house and thereafter, police party raided his house and from his
possession a country made pistol along with five live cartridges was
recovered.

Considering the nature of the allegation and mainly his
criminal antecedent, petitioner does not deserve privilege of bail and
accordingly, his prayer for bail stands rejected.

Petitioner may renew his prayer for bail after examination

of witnesses of seizure.

(Shailendra Singh, J)



