
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.52396 of 2022

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-24 Year-2022 Thana- BHANGHA District- West Champaran
======================================================
SHATRUDHAN  KUMAR  @  SATROHAN  MANJHI  @  SHATRODHAN
MANJHI  SON  OF  MANIRKA MANJHI  R/O  VILLAGE-  PIPRA,  P.S.-
BHANGAHA, DISTRICT- WEST CHAMPARAN

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

THE STATE OF BIHAR 

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Lalan Kumar Verma, Adv.
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr.Md. Mushtaque Alam, APP.
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ANJANI KUMAR SHARAN

ORAL ORDER

2 13-12-2022 Heard  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  and  learned

Additional Public Prosecutor for the State.

Learned counsel for the petitioner is directed to remove

the defects within four weeks.

Petitioner apprehends his arrest  in a case registered for

offence punishable u/s 420, 376, 323, 504/34 of IPC and u/s 4

and 6 of POCSO Act.

Allegedly, the petitioner, on the pretext of marriage, has

been exploiting  informant’s  daughter.  When he  was asked  to

solemnize marriage, petitioner along with other accused persons

assaulted the informant and his family.

It is submitted by learned counsel for the petitioner that

petitioner is quite innocent and has committed no offence. He
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has been falsely implicated in this case. No such occurrence, in

the  manner  as  alleged,  has  ever  taken  place.  It  is  further

submitted that the father of the petitioner is ready to solemnize

the marriage with informant’s daughter. It is clearly shows that

the informant  intentionally and knowingly instituted the false

case  against  the  petitioner  and  his  family.  Compromise

petitioner was filed between the parties which is still pending till

date. Petitioner has no criminal antecedent.

Learned APP for  the State  opposed the  prayer  for  bail

submitting  that  the  nature  of  the  offence  is  not  fit  for  the

anticipatory bail.

Having regard to the facts and circumstances of the case,

since the nature of offence is not fit for bail, I am not inclined to

enlarge him on bail. The prayer for grant of anticipatory bail on

his behalf is hereby rejected.

This application is accordingly dismissed.    
    

divyanshi/-

(Anjani Kumar Sharan, J)
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