
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.13681 of 2024

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-163 Year-2022 Thana- CHERIYA BARIYARPUR District-
Begusarai

======================================================
AMARJEET KUMAR S/O  BHOLA MAHTO  R/O  VILLAGE AND  P.O-
KHAJAHANPUR, P.S- CHERIYA BARIYARPUR, DISTT.- BEGUSARAI.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

THE STATE OF BIHAR 

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Nishant Kumar Sinha
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr.Dr.Mrityunjaya Kr.Gautam
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE NAWNEET KUMAR 
PANDEY

ORAL ORDER

2 12-03-2024   Heard the learned counsel for the petitioner as well as

learned APP for the State.

2. The petitioner apprehends his arrest in connection with

Cheriya  Bariyarpur  P.S.  Case No.  163 of  2022,  registered  for  the

offences punishable under Sections 341, 323, 504, 506 of the Indian

Penal Code and section 66(A)(b)(C) and 67(a) of I.T. Act. 

3. As per allegation, the petitioner and co-accused Manish

took  photos  of  daughter  of  the  informant  and  after  editing  those

photographs  with  filthy  manners,  the  petitioner  made  it  viral  on

Facebook and other social media platforms. 

4.  The  learned counsel  for  the  petitioner  has  submitted

that the petitioner is a person of clean antecedent and has falsely been

implicated  in  this  case.  The  petitioner  has  no  concern  with  the

Facebook  ID,  Mobile  or  SIM  which  is  used  to  make  viral  the
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photographs of daughter of the informant.

5. On the other hand, the learned APP for the State has

opposed the prayer for bail and submitted that from perusal of the

case  diary,  it  appears  that  the  allegation  of  posting  the  edited

photographs of daughter of the informant is against the petitioner. 

6.  Considering  the  above-mentioned  facts  and

circumstances,  the  petitioner  does  not  deserve  the  privilege  for

anticipatory bail, which is hereby rejected. 
    

Kundan/-

(Nawneet Kumar Pandey, J)
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