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13-08-2025

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.18284 of 2025

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-126 Year-2024 Thana- SHAHKUND District- Bhagalpur

Rahul Kumar Son of Pintu bind village- Dilgauri, Ps- Sultanganj, Dist- Bha-

galpur
...... Petitioner/s
Versus

The State of Bihar bihar

...... Opposite Party/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Ms. Pravina Kumari
For the Opposite Party/s : Mr.Ashok Kumar Singh

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KUMAR SINHA

ORAL ORDER

1. Heard the parties.

2. The petitioner apprehends his arrest in connection with
Shahkund P.S. Case No. 126 / 2024 dated 13.07.2024 registered
for the offence under Section 309(4) of the B.N.S. 2023.

3. As per the prosecution case while the informant was
taking his D.J. instrument to Katahara in the night of 12.07.2024
suddenly on the way near a bridge situated between Mahto
Asthan and Saraha at about 11:40 PM four unknown miscreants
snatched D.J. instrument from the informant on the point of
pistol and three-nut. It is further alleged that they assaulted him
and his staff by tying their mouth with towel and all four
miscreants ran away on motorcycle.

4. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that petitioner
1s innocent and has not committed any offence in the manner

alleged. He next submits that petitioner is not named in the



praful/-
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F.I.LR. The name of the petitioner has surfaced in this case
during course of investigation in the confessional statement of
the co-accused / Raj Kumar. He next submits that no
incriminating article and / or looted property has been recovered
from the conscious possession or from the house of the
petitioner. He also submits that save and except confessional
statement of the co-accused there is no material to connect the
petitioner with the present case.

5. Regard being had to the submission made by the
petitioner, taking into consideration the nature of allegation, the
petitioner has criminal antecedent and the fact that petitioner’s
name has surfaced in the confessional statement of the co-ac-
cused / Raj Kumar which may be the basis of further investiga-
tion against the petitioner for which custodial interrogation may
be necessary, accordingly, I am not inclined to grant anticipatory

bail to the petitioner. The same is rejected.

(Anil Kumar Sinha, J)



