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02-06-2025

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No0.34292 of 2025

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-263 Year-2024 Thana- ALAMNAGAR District- Madhepura

Ranjeet Kumar Singh S/o Kailash singh Resident of village Khapur P.S.
Kishanpur (Ratwara) Alamnagar, District- Madhepura

...... Petitioner/s
Versus
The State of Bihar
...... Opposite Party/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Uday Chand Prasad, Advocate
For the Opposite Party/s : Mr. Mohammad Sufyan, APP

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE DR. ANSHUMAN

ORAL ORDER

Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned
APP for the State.

2. The petitioner seeks regular bail in connection with
Alamnagar (Ratwara) P.S. Case No. 263 of 2024, lodged on
05.07.2024, under Sections 498A, 328, 307 & 34 of the Indian
Penal Code, Section % of the D.P. Act and subsequently Section
304(B) of the IPC has been added on 18.09.2024, pending
before the Court of S.D.J.M., Udakishunganj, Madhepura.

3. As per the prosecution, FIR has been lodged against
six named accused persons, including the present petitioner. It is
alleged that the accused persons mixed an intoxicating
substance in the water given to the informant, which caused her
health to deteriorate continuously. Consequently, she was sent
back to her maternal home, where her family admitted her to a
hospital. Unfortunately, she died during the course of treatment.

4. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the
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petitioner is innocent and has committed no offence. It is further
submitted that the petitioner has been unnecessarily implicated
in the present case. Counsel further submits that the petitioner’s
wife is a short-tempered person and the allegations made in the
FIR are absolutely false. It is also submitted that the petitioner
has been in custody since 15.10.2024 and has clean criminal
antecedents.

5. Learned APP for the State opposes the prayer for
bail and submits that there is a specific allegation in the FIR
stating that, on the night of the incident, the family members of
the petitioner gave something in the water, which led to the
death of the informant. Counsel further submits that the
petitioner is none other than the husband of the informant,
therefore, this statement cannot be ignored.

6. In the present facts and circumstances of this case
and the submissions made above, this Court is not inclined to
grant bail to the petitioner. Therefore, the bail application of the

petitioner is hereby rejected.

(Dr. Anshuman, J.)



