
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.22664 of 2025

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-171 Year-2024 Thana- SARAI District- Vaishali
======================================================
Vijay  Kumar  Son  of  Shiv  Shankar  Singh  R/O  Village-  Ghataro,  Tola
Ramnagar Chaturbhuj, P.S.- Ghataro, District- Vaishali

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

The State of Bihar 
...  ...  Opposite Party/s

======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Vasant Vikas
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr. Mohammed Arif
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE CHANDRA SHEKHAR JHA

ORAL ORDER
2 30-04-2025   Heard the parties.

2.  The  petitioner  is  not  named  in  the  F.I.R.  and

apprehending his  arrest  in connection with  Sarai  P.S.  Case

No. 171 of 2024 registered for the offences punishable under

Sections 309(4) of BNS.

3.  The  allegation  against  petitioner  is  to  commit

robbery along with accused persons where during the course

of  occurrence  cash  of  Rs.  72875/-  along  with  bio-metric

equipments  which  was  in  possession  of  the  informant  was

alleged to be looted. 

4. It is submitted by learned counsel appearing on

behalf  of  the  petitioner  that  the  name  of  the  petitioner

transpired  during  course  of  investigation  on  the  basis  of

apprehended co-accused person.  It  is submitted by learned
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counsel that FIR was lodged after two days of the occurrence.

While concluding the argument, it is submitted that petitioner

found involved in one more criminal case  of different nature,

where he is on bail.

5. Learned APP, while opposing the prayer of bail

submitted that investigation of this case is in very initial stage

and, therefore, merely on the basis of the fact as name of

petitioner transpired on the basis of confessional statement of

co-accused,  petitioner  not  appears  entitled  for  anticipatory

bail.

 6.  In view of aforesaid factual submissions and by

taking note of fact as investigation of this case is yet to be

completed, where petitioner was said to be involved in alleged

robbery where cash and bio-metric equipments of informant

was looted, accordingly, the prayer of anticipatory bail of the

above-named petitioner stands rejected herewith.
    

Sudha/-
                                              (Chandra Shekhar Jha, J)
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