
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.26408 of 2025

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-229 Year-2024 Thana- KADAMKUAN District- Patna
======================================================
Sumit  Kumar  S/o Sri  Mahesh Prasad  R/o  Village/Mohalla-  Saidpur,  Nand
Nagar, P.S.- Bahadurpur, District- Patna

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

The State of Bihar Bihar

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Bishwajeet Singh
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr.Manoj Kumar
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SATYAVRAT VERMA

ORAL ORDER

2 25-04-2025 1. Heard  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  and

learned APP.

2. The  petitioner  apprehends  his  arrest  in  a  case

registered for the offences punishable under Sections 147, 148,

149, 341, 323, 325, 337, 338, 379, 504, 506, 385 and 305 of the

IPC.

3. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that this

is the second attempt of the petitioner to seek anticipatory bail.

It is next submitted that petitioner had earlier moved before this

Court seeking anticipatory bail by filing Cr. Misc No. 52096 of

2024 and the same came to be rejected by an order dated 25-9-

2024 .

4. Learned APP submits that from perusal of the order

dated  25-9-2024,  it  would  manifest  that  the  Court  while
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rejecting the anticipatory bail of the petitioner had taken note of

the allegation and had recorded a detailed order. Learned APP

next  submits  that  initially  when  the  petitioner  had  moved

seeking anticipatory bail by filing Cr. Misc No. 52096 of 2024,

the  case  was  argued  by  learned  advocate,  Shri  Shailendra

Kumar Jha, but then it is submitted that the instant anticipatory

bail  application  has  been  filed  by  learned  Advocate,  Shri

Bishwajeet Singh. Learned APP thus submits that the change of

lawyer will not change the facts of the case. 

5. The  Court  is  in  agreement  with  the  submission

made by learned APP, accordingly the second anticipatory bail

application is rejected. 
    

SUMIT/-
(Satyavrat Verma, J)
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