
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.16969 of 2025

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-496 Year-2024 Thana- TURKAULIYA District- East
Champaran

======================================================
Sarfraj  Alam Son  of  Shekh  Jamil  Akhtar  @ Shekh  Jamil  Akhtar  Manjul
Ahmad Resident of Village- Jaisinghpur Retwa, P.S.- Turkauliya, Distt.- East
Champaran

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

The State of Bihar 

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Anil Kumar, Advocate 
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr. Syed Mojibur Rahman, A.P.P. 
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE NAWNEET KUMAR 
PANDEY

ORAL ORDER

3 12-05-2025   Heard learned counsel for the petitioner as well as

learned APP for the State.

2. In this case, the petitioner is seeking regular bail in

connection  with  Turkauliya  P.S.  Case  No.  496  of  2024,

registered for the offences punishable under Section 309(4) of

the Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita, 2023. 

3. As per allegation, when the informant proceeded to

SBI C.S.P.  Centre,  three unknown miscreant  intercepted  him,

snatched  the  bag  of  the  informant  which  containing  Laptop,

Micro ATM machine, ATM Card etc. and fled away. It is further

alleged that the unknown miscreants also made firing in the air

and assaulted the informant on his head. 
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4.  Learned counsel  for  the  petitioner  has  submitted

that the petitioner is innocent and has falsely been implicated in

the  present  case.  The  mobile  set  which  was  recovered  from

possession of the petitioner is belonging to himself. It appears

that on disclosure of the petitioner, country made pistol and live

cartridges  were  recovered  from  a  sugarcane  field,  which

transpires from paragraph-21 of  the case diary.  He has three

criminal antecedents. 

5.  Considering  the  above-mentioned  facts  and

circumstances, presently, I am not inclined to grant privilege of

bail to the petitioner, which is accordingly rejected. 

6. However, the petitioner may renew his prayer for

bail after nine months from today. 
    

Neha/-
(Nawneet Kumar Pandey, J)
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