IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.54284 of 2024

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-151 Year-2023 Thana- JURAWANPUR District- Vaishali

1. Bablu Ram S/o Vindeshwasr RAm R/o Village- West Radhopur, P.S.-
Judabanpur, District- Vaishali

2. Bindeshwasr Ram S/o Late Sukkhi Ram R/o Village- West Radhopur, P.S.-
Judabanpur, District- Vaishali

3. Sunita Devi W/o Vishwanath Ram R/o Village- West Radhopur, P.S.-
Judabanpur, District- Vaishali

...... Petitioner/s
Versus
The State of Bihar
...... Opposite Party/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Subodh Kumar, Advocate
Mr. Amrendra Kumar, Advocate
For the Opposite Party/s : Mrs. Renu Kumari, APP
For the Informant : Mr. Prakash Chandra, Advocate

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RUDRA PRAKASH
MISHRA
ORAL ORDER

4 06-12-2024 Heard learned counsel for the petitioners, learned
APP for the State, learned counsel for the respondent and
perused the case diary.

2. The petitioners apprehend arrest in connection with
Jurawanpur P.S. Case No. 151 of 2023, registered under
Sections 302 and 34 of the Indian Penal Code.

3. The prosecution case, in short, is that, the accused
persons including these petitioners assaulted the informant, her
son, her husband and her mother-in-law. It is further alleged that
co-accused Vishwanath Ram assaulted on the head of the

informant by means of iron rod and he fell on the ground,
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thereafter, all the accused persons fled away.

4. Learned counsel for the petitioners submits that the
petitioners are innocent and have falsely been implicated in the
present case. Learned counsel for the petitioners also submits
that no specific allegation has been attributed against the
petitioners. The allegations levelled against the petitioners are
general and omnibus in nature. Specific allegation of assault by
means of iron rod on the head of the informant is against co-
accused Vishwanath Ram. The petitioners have got no criminal
antecedent. Learned counsel for the petitioners further submits
that similarly situated co-accused have been granted regular bail
by this Court vide order dated 12.03.2024 passed in Cr. Misc.
No. 15536 of 2024 and order dated 13.03.2024 passed in Cr.
Misc. No. 16288 of 2024.

5. Learned APP for the State and learned counsel for
the informant have vehemently opposed the prayer for grant of
bail to the petitioners. Learned APP further submits that all the
accused persons including these petitioners named in the FIR.
Paragraph Nos. 5, 6, 76 and 77 of the case diary reveals the
statement of the prosecution witnesses and all of them have
fully supported the prosecution case. Hence, the petitioners does

not deserve the privilege of anticipatory bail.
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6. Considering the aforesaid facts and circumstances
of the case, nature and gravity of the offence, this Court is not
inclined to grant bail to the petitioners.

7. The prayer is rejected.

(Rudra Prakash Mishra, J)
Rajorshi/-
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