
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.20145 of 2025

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-425 Year-2024 Thana- PAKARIBARAW District- Nawada
======================================================
Vikash  Kumar  S/o  Sri  Surendra  Prasad  Resident  of  village-  Poksi,  PS-
Pakribarawan, District- Nawada

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

The State of Bihar

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Ajay Kumar Thakur, Advocate

 Mr. Ritwik Thakur, Advocate 
 Mrs. Vaishnavi Singh, Advocate
 Mr. Purushhotam Kumar, Advocate
 Ms. Kajal Kumari, Advocate 

For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr. Jharkhandi Upadhyay, A.P.P. 
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE PRABHAT KUMAR SINGH

ORAL ORDER

3 09-07-2025    Heard  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioners  and

learned Additional Public Prosecutor for the State.

2. Petitioner apprehend his arrest in a case registered

for the offence punishable under Sections 303(2), 318(4), 61(2),

336(3),  329(3)  of  the  Bharatiya  Nyaya  Sanhita,  2023  and

Sections 66(C) and 66(D) of the Information Technology Act,

2000. 

3. As per prosecution story, on 20.09.2024, one co-

accused,  Pappu  Kumar  was  arrested,  who  disclosed  that  he

along with this petitioner indulged in online fraud and a search

was  made  in  which  several  incriminating  articles,  mobile

numbers and A.T.Ms. were recovered from the house of Pappu
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Kumar. 

4.  It  is  submitted  by  learned  counsel  appearing  on

behalf of the petitioner that petitioner is quite innocent and has

committed  no  offence.  No  incriminating  article  has  been

recovered from the conscious possession of the petitioner and he

has  falsely  been  implicated  in  this  case  on  the  basis  of

confessional statement of co-accused, Pappu Kumar. Petitioner

claims clean antecedents. 

5. Learned counsel for the State vehemently opposes

the prayer for bail of the petitioner. 

6. Considering the accusation and nature of allegation,

prayer for anticipatory bail of the petitioner is rejected. 
    

Neha/-
(Prabhat Kumar Singh, J)
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