
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.59895 of 2022

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-221 Year-2020 Thana- BAHADURPUR District- Darbhanga
======================================================
SHASHI RANJAN SINGH Son of Sambhu Prasad Singh R/V- Sinuara, P.S-
Bahadurpur, Dist- Darbhanga

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

The State of Bihar 
...  ...  Opposite Party/s

======================================================
Appearance :

For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Shashank Shekhar, Advocate

For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr.Ashok Kumar Singh, APP

======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJIV ROY

ORAL ORDER

2 06-02-2023   Heard  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  and  the

learned APP for the State 

The  petitioner  apprehends  his  arrest  in  connection

with  Bahadurpur  P.S.  Case  No.221  of  2020  instituted  under

Sections 341, 323, 354(B), 354(C), 354(D) and 34 of the Indian

Penal Code and Section 8/12 of POCSO Act

As per the FIR, the informant alleged that his brother-

in-law’s daughter, victim was staying with him and was in the

field grazing  buffalo when the accused persons after consuming

liquor  were  also  there  and  further  at  the  instance  of  the

petitioner, Jitendra Ram caught hold of her dragged her on the

point  of  knife  while  Rahul  Singh  took  her  pictures.  When

Rakesh Kahar objected to this, he was assaulted by all of them

making him unconscious. As the people gathered, they escaped.
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Accordingly the FIR was lodged.

A perusal of the petition would show that the trial of

some of the accused is already on vide Session Case No.POCSO

GR-21/2020. In that backdrop it would be appropriate for the

petitioner to surrender within four weeks from today and pray

for bail and in that event the same shall be decided on its merit

without being prejudiced by any comments/observations made

herein. 

So  far  as  the  anticipatory  bail  is  concerned,

considering the fact that one of the allegation is under POCSO

Act and the trial is on, this Court does not deem it fit to extend

the same, which is accordingly rejected.
    

Prakash Narayan /-

(Rajiv Roy, J)
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