IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No0.33658 of 2024

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-296 Year-2022 Thana- RAMPUR District- Gaya

Mritunjay Kumar @ Mrityunjay Kumar Son of Shivnandan Pal Resident of
Village- Parasdih, Pirawan, P.S.- Salaiya, Dist.- Aurangabad

...... Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar
2. Uma Pandey Daughter of Jawala Pandey (@ Jawala Prasad Pandey

Residentof Mohalla- West Road No. 08, Shastrinagar, Near Bal Bihar
School, P.S.- Rampur, Dist.- Gaya

...... Opposite Party/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner : Mr. Yogesh Kumar, Advocate
For the State : Mr. Uma Shankar Prasad Singh, APP
For Opposite Party No.2 : Mr. Mohit Shriwastava, Advocate

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE PRABHAT KUMAR SINGH
ORAL ORDER

2 12-07-2024 Heard learned counsels for the parties.

2. This is second anticipatory bail petition on behalf
of the petitioner. Earlier, the petition filed for grant of
anticipatory bail to the petitioner stood rejected vide order dated
06.07.2023, passed in Cr. Misc. No. 62191 of 2022.

3. It is submitted by learned counsel appearing on
behalf of the petitioner that the parties have already
compromised the case and during investigation, the police has
found the case true under Sections 323, 495, 498A, 504 and 506
of the Indian Penal Code.

4. On the other hand, learned APP for the State and

learned counsel appearing for the informant/Opposite Party No.
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2 have submitted that the petitioner has failed to point out any
new ground or changed circumstances in this application for re-
consideration of prayer for grant of pre-arrest bail.

5. In view of the fact that no fresh ground has been
pressed for consideration of this pre-arrest bail petitioner as well
as in view of the recent judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court
in the case of G.R. Ananda Babu Vs. State of Tamil Nadu and
Anr reported in 2021 SCC OnLine SC 176, this second
anticipatory bail on behalf of the petitioner is not maintainable.

6. Accordingly, this application stands dismissed.

(Prabhat Kumar Singh, J)
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