
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.65757 of 2023

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-556 Year-2020 Thana- PURNIA COMPLAINT CASE District-
Purnia

======================================================
1. SANJAY KUMAR SONU @ SANJAY PRASAD @ SANJAY KUMARA

Son of Late Jagarnath Prasad R/o vill - Lanka Tola, Uttar Mashjid Sipahi
Tola, P.S. - Khanjihat (Madhubani O.P.), Distt. - Purnea

2. Madhuri Devi W/o Sanjay Kumar Sonu @ Sanjay Prasad @ Sanjay Kumar
R/o  vill  -  Lanka  Tola,  Uttar  Mashjid  Sipahi  Tola,  P.S.  -  Khanjihat
(Madhubani O.P.), Distt. - Purnea

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar

2. Vijay Kumar Thakur Son of Late Girjanand Thakur R/o vill - Lanka tola,
Uttar Mashjid Sipahi tola, P.S. - Khanjihat (Madhubani O.P), Dist. - Purnea

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Hemant Kumar
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr.Aditya Narayan Singh.1
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ANJANI KUMAR SHARAN

ORAL ORDER

3 22-01-2024   Heard learned counsel for the petitioners and learned

APP for the State.

2. The petitioners apprehend their arrest in a case in

connection  with  C.A.  No.  556  of  2020,  registered  for  the

offences punishable under Sections 323, 406, 465, 504, 506/34

of the Indian Penal Code.

3. As per F.I.R., allegation against the petitioners are

that  they illegally constructed a room in the courtyard of  the

rented  house  of  the  complainant  and  also  assaulted  the

complainant and snatched gold chain etc.  

4. It is submitted by learned counsel for the petitioners
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that the petitioners have falsely been implicated in the present

case. Petitioners have got one criminal antecedent mentioned in

Para  3  of  the  bail  application.  He  further  submits  that  the

allegations made by the informant in the present case is forged

and fabricated. The fact is that the petitioners have given Rs.

5,00,000/- to the complainant/tenant mentioned in Annexure-3

of  the  bail  petition  and  agreement  was  made  when  they

demanded the said money complainant filed the present case.

5.  Learned  APP  for  the  State  as  well  as  learned

counsel for the complainant have opposes the prayer for bail.

6. Having regard to the facts and circumstances of the

case and also perusal of the records, it is a civil dispute between

the parties, let the above named petitioners, be released on bail,

in  the  event  of  their  arrest,  on  furnishing  bail  bond  of  Rs.

25,000/- (Rupees Twenty Five Thousand) each with two sureties

of  the  like  amount  each  to  the  satisfaction  of  learned  Court

below where the case is pending/ successor Court in connection

with C.A. No. 556 of 2020, subject to the condition as laid down

under Section 438 (2) of the Cr.P.C.
    

Ranjeet/-

                             (Anjani Kumar Sharan, J)
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