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02-04-2025

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.7623 of 2025

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-462 Year-2024 Thana- RAJIVNAGAR District- Patna

Prince Nawab (@ Prince Nawaad Son of Md. Tammana Resident of Village-
Damariya, PS- Gardanibagh, District- Patna

...... Petitioner/s
Versus
The State of Bihar Bihar
...... Opposite Party/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr.Rakesh Bihari Singh
For the Opposite Party/s : Mr.Sanjay Kumar Tiwary

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KUMAR SINHA

ORAL ORDER

1. Heard the parties.

2. The petitioner apprehends his arrest in connection with
Rajiv Nagar P.S. Case No. 462 of 2024 dated 10.08.2024
registered under Sections 103(1), 3(5) of the B.N.S. and Section
27 of the Arms Act.

3. As per the prosecution case lodged by one Soni Devi
(informant) that on 10.08.2024 at about 4:00 A.M. Chandan
Singh came at the house of informant and took along her
husband. Later, at around 6:00 A.M. the informant was asked to
come to Sahyog hospital and upon arrival there she saw that her
husband’s dead body was lying in front of the hospital gate.

4. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits the petitioner is
not named in the F.I.LR. and his name has transpired on the basis

of confessional statement of the co-accused Prince Kumar. He
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further submits that except confessional statement no other
material is there against the petitioner.

5. I have heard learned counsel for the parties and have gone
through the material available on record including the
confessional statement of the co-accused. From perusal of
confessional statement it appears that petitioner’s name has been
disclosed by the arrested co-accused in commission of crime in
question. From the impugned order it appears that C.C.T.V.
footage has also been obtained by the police. Confessional
statement of the co-accused may be the basis for further
investigation in the matter.

6. Considering the gravity and seriousness of offence and the
fact that petitioner is having criminal antecedent, I am not
inclined to grant anticipatory bail to the petitioner. The same is

rejected.

(Anil Kumar Sinha, J)



