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21-08-2025

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.51321 of 2025

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-700 Year-2023 Thana- SULTANGAN]J District- Bhagalpur

Chhotu Yadav @ Chhotu Kumar @ Mrigand Kumar S/o Naval Yadav R/o
Village-Kolgama, P.S.- Sultanganj, District- Bhagalpur

...... Petitioner/s
Versus
The State of Bihar
...... Opposite Party/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Ravi Prakash Dwivedi, Advocate
For the Opposite Party/s : Mr. Abhay Kumar, APP

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE PRABHAT KUMAR SINGH
ORAL ORDER

1. Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and
learned A.P.P. for the State.

2. The petitioner apprehends his arrest in a case
registered for the offence punishable under Sections
323,324,363,366 and 504/34 of the Indian Penal Code.

4. As per the prosecution case, it is alleged by the
informant that on 12.12.2023 accused persons along with
petitioner came at his land and snatched Rs. 5,000/- from his
pocket and started abusing. Petitioner is alleged to have
assaulted the informant and his family and tried to kill her
daughter by tying towel. The above incident took place due to
the fact that these accused wanted to grab the land of informant.

5. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the

whole allegations levelled in the FIR is false and concocted.
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Though the injury upon Rita Kumari has been opined to be
grievous in nature but the same is not specifically attributed to
the petitioner. There is land dispute between the parties and the
informant’s side were aggressor. It is lastly submitted that the
petitioner has antecedent of one criminal case.

6. Learned counsel appearing for the State has
opposed the bail prayer of the petitioner and submitted that
petitioner is named and alleged to have assaulted Doctor has
found the nature of injuries grievous, caused by hard and blunt
substance.

7. Considering the nature of injuries and gravity of
allegation, prayer for anticipatory bail of the petitioner is

rejected.

(Prabhat Kumar Singh, J)



