
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.49051 of 2024

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-8 Year-2024 Thana- MAHILA P.S. District- Siwan
======================================================
WAZID  KARIM  @  CHHOTU  S/O  JILANI  KARIM  R/O  VILLAGE-
TEJPURA, POST- TEJPURA, P.S- OBRA, DISTT.- AURANGABAD, PIN-
824124.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

THE STATE OF BIHAR 
...  ...  Opposite Party/s

======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Yogesh Kumar
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr.Umeshanand Pandit
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE NAWNEET KUMAR 
PANDEY

ORAL ORDER

2 24-07-2024      Heard the learned counsel for the petitioner as well

as the learned Additional Public Prosecutor for the State. 

2. The petitioner is seeking regular bail in connection

with  Mahila  P.S.  Case  No.  08  of  2024  for  the  offences

punishable under Sections 376, 420 of  the Indian Penal  code

1860 and under Sections 66(A), 67, 67(A) of Information and

Technology Act, 2000/-

3.  As per allegation, the petitioner being relative of

the informant  used to  visit  her  house and in  that  course,  the

petitioner is said to have made naked video of the informant at

the time of bathing and on the basis of that video, he pressurized

the informant and established forceful physical relationship with

her.  It  is  also  alleged  that  the  petitioner  grabbed  cash  Rs.

4,00,000/- with ornaments from the informant.
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4.  Learned counsel  for  the  petitioner  has  submitted

that the petitioner is innocent and has falsely been implicated in

this case. He has further submitted that the petitioner is a person

of clean antecedent and is under custody since 07.04.2024.

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

opposed the prayer for bail and submitted that the victim in her

statement  recorded  under  Section  164  of  the  CrPC,  has

supported the occurrence.

6.  Considering  the  above-mentioned  facts  and

circumstances as well as the gravity of the allegation, I do not

think it to be a fit case for bail, which is hereby rejected.
    

Nirmal/-

(Nawneet Kumar Pandey, J)

U T


