
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL APPEAL (SJ) No.1568 of 2024

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-86 Year-2023 Thana- KHUSRUPUR District- Patna
======================================================
Ranjit Singh @ Ranjit Kumar @ Ranjit Kumar Singh S/o Keshav Singh @
Keshav Sharma @ Kesho Singh @ Kesho Sharma Village Jamalbigha P S
Khusrupur, District- Patna

...  ...  Appellant/s
Versus

The State of Bihar 

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Appellant/s :  Mr. Mrityunjay Kumar, Advocate
For the Respondent/s :  Ms. Usha Kumari 1, APP
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJESH KUMAR VERMA

ORAL ORDER

4 07-07-2025   Heard Mr. Mrityunjay Kuamr, learned counsel for

the appellant, learned counsel for the respondent and Ms. Usha

Kuamri-I, learned Special Public Prosecutor for the State.

2. This is an appeal under Sections 14(A)(2) against

refusal  of  the  prayer  for  anticipatory  bail  by  order  dated

30.06.2024  passed  by  the  learned  Exclusive  Special  Court,

SC/ST Act, Patna in ABP No. 3227 of 2023 in connection with

Khusrupr  P.S.  Case  No.  86  of  2023,  F.I.R.  dated  09.03.2023

registered  under  Sections  323,  341,  504  and  34of  the  Indian

Penal Code and Sections 3 (i) (r) (s) of the Scheduled Castes

and Scheduled Tribes Act.

3. By the aforesaid order, the anticipatory bail petition

of the petitioner was rejected by the Special Court.
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4.  Learned  counsel  for  the  respondent  no.  2  has

informed this Court that the petitioner has already approached in

Cr.  Misc.  No.  49808  of  2023  (quashing)  by  which  the  Co-

ordinate Bench of this Court vide order dated 31.07.2023 has

been pleased to grant the relief to the petitioner “the petitioner

shall  not  be  arrested  in  connection  with  F.I.R.  bearing

Khusrupur P.S. No. 86 of 2023.”

5. Learned counsel for the respondent no. 2 submits

that in view of the aforesaid, the petitioner has no apprehension

in the present case and he has filed the present case despite of

knowing the fact that he is no apprehension of being arrest.

6.  In view of the aforesaid,  learned counsel  for  the

appellant seeks permission to withdraw the appeal.                 

7. Permission is accorded.

8. Accordingly, the present appeal stands dismissed as

withdrawn
    

Jyoti Kumari/-
(Rajesh Kumar Verma, J)
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