
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.45097 of 2021

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-270 Year-2020 Thana- BHORE District- Gopalganj
======================================================
MUNNA KUMAR  RAM  @  MUNNA RAM  Son  of  Shankar  Ram,  R/o
Village- Semra, P.S.- Bhoreya, District- Gopalganj.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

The State of Bihar 

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Dhramveer
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr.Arun Kumar Pandey
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE NAWNEET KUMAR 
PANDEY

ORAL ORDER

4 08-08-2022 The  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  is  directed  to

remove  all  the  defects  pointed  out  by  the  office  within  one

month. 

Heard the learned counsel for the petitioner as well as

the learned Additional Public Prosecutor for the State.

The petitioner apprehends his arrest in connection with

Bhore  P.S.  Case  No. 270  of  2020  registered  for  offence

punishable under sections 341, 323, 307, 302, 447, 325, 504 and

506/34 of the Indian Penal Code.  

As  per  FIR,  there  is  specific  allegation  against  the

petitioner  that  he  brutally  assaulted  the  father-in-law  of  the

informant by inflicting repeated blows by handle of hand-pump

on his  head.  The father-in-law of  the  informant  was  initially
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treated  in  Gopalganj  hospital,  but  thereafter,  his  condition

became  serious  and  he  was  referred  to  Gorakhpur  where  he

died.

The learned counsel  for  the  petitioner  has  submitted

that both the parties are agnates and the reason of occurrence

has not been mentioned. 

There is specific allegation against the petitioner that

he inflicted repeated blows on the father-in-law of the informant

and he died during the course of treatment. The witnesses, in

paragraph 5, 16, 17, 19, 30, 31 and 32 of the case diary, have

supported  the  occurrence,  as  such,  the  petitioner  does  not

deserve  the  privileges  for  anticipatory  bail.  Accordingly,  his

prayer for anticipatory bail is hereby rejected.

Office shall ensure that all defects are removed by the

petitioner  within  the  stipulated  time  mentioned  hereinabove,

failing which, the matter shall be brought to the notice of this

Court.  
    

Mahesh/-
(Nawneet Kumar Pandey, J)
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