
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.81059 of 2023

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-674 Year-2022 Thana- SURSAND District- Sitamarhi
======================================================
ANUPAM KUMAR SAHU, SON OF LATE RANJEET KUMAR SAHU,
RESIDENT  OF  VILLAGE-  RAHUL  NAGAR,  SINGH  COLONY
DAMODARPUR,  POLICE  STATION-  KANTI,  DISTRICT-
MUZAFFARPUR. BUT IN F.I.R. IT HAS BEEN WRITTEN AS ANUPAM
KUMAR SAH, SON OF LATE RANJEET KUMAR SAH, RESIDENT OF
VILLAGE- RAHUL NAGAR, POST- DAMODARPUR, SINGH COLONY,
MUZAFFARPUR

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

THE STATE OF BIHAR                 ...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Ms. Madhubala Verma, Advocate 

 Mr. Ajay Kumar Verma, Advocate 
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr. Choubey Jawahar, APP

 Mr. Saroj Kumar, Advocate 
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE PARTHA SARTHY

ORAL ORDER

5 18-04-2024 1. Heard learned counsel for the parties. 

2.  The  petitioner  has  preferred  this  application  for

grant of regular bail in connection with Sursand P.S. Case no.

674 of 2022 registered under sections 420, 406 and 379 of the

Indian Penal Code.

3. As per the prosecution case, the informant states that

the  petitioner  introduced  him to  co-accused  Satyendra  Kumar

and Nagendra Kumar Sinha who took the informant’s truck on

rent with a promise to pay Rs.80,000/- per month. Though the

rent for the same was paid for a month, however subsequently

neither  they  have  returned  the  truck  nor  have  they  paid  the

amount. It is for this reason that the FIR has been registered.
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4. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the

petitioner has been falsely implicated in the case. Even as per the

allegations in the FIR, the truck of the informant was taken on

rent by the other two accused persons and the only allegation

against this petitioner is of having introduced the informant to

them. The petitioner is in custody since 12.7.2023 and charge-

sheet has been submitted in the case. 

5. The application for bail is opposed by learned APP

for the State who submits that the petitioner has several criminal

antecedents against him.

6.  Having heard  learned  counsel  for  the  parties  and

taking  into  consideration  the  nature  of  allegation  against  the

petitioner in the FIR, the petitioner having  remained in custody

for  9  months  since  12.7.2023  and  charge-sheet  having  been

submitted in the case, the petitioner is directed to be enlarged on

bail in connection with Sursand P.S. Case no. 674 of 2022 on

furnishing bail bond of Rs.10,000/- (Rupees Ten Thousand) with

two sureties  of the like amount each to the satisfaction of the

learned Chief Judicial Magistrate, Sitamarhi.  
    

avinash/-

           
 (Partha Sarthy, J)
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