
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.52051 of 2025

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-386 Year-2025 Thana- BIDUPUR District- Vaishali
======================================================
Sanny Kumar Son of Mukesh Singh village -Mahammadpur Lakhanpur PS-
Desari District- Vaishali

...  ...  Petitioner/s

Versus
The State of Bihar 

...  ...  Opposite Party/s

======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Ms. Bela Singh, Advocate 
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr. Rabindra Kumar, APP
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE DR. ANSHUMAN

ORAL ORDER

2 12-08-2025  Heard  Learned  Counsel  for  the  petitioner  and

Learned APP for the State.

2. The present criminal miscellaneous application  has

been filed under Section 482 of the Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha

Sanhita, 2023 (hereinafter referred to as  ‘the BNSS, 2023’) for

grant of anticipatory bail to the petitioner who apprehends arrest

in connection with Bidupur P.S. Case No. 386 of 2025, lodged

on  07.06.2025,   under  Section  309(4)  of  the  Bhartiya  Nyay

Sanhita, 2023.

3. As per the prosecution, FIR is lodged against three

unknown accused  persons  against  whom allegation of  loot  is

there. 
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4. Learned Counsel for the petitioner submits that  the

petitioner is innocent and has committed no offence. Counsel

submits that antecedent of the petitioner is not clean and there

are four criminal cases pending against the petitioner. Counsel

submits that name of the petitioner has not figured in the FIR;

rather  his  name  has  come  only  by  virtue  of  confessional

statement of co-accused. Counsel submits that nothing has been

recovered from the possession of  the petitioner and save and

except  confessional  statement  there  is  nothing  against  the

petitioner. 

5. Learned APP for the State opposes the prayer for

bail of the petitioner and submits that it is true that name of the

petitioner has come by virtue of confessional statement of co-

accused  but  the  said  confessional  statement   is  not  only

confession rather it is corroboration also. He submits that in the

rejection order it  has been categorically indicated that  on the

confessional  statement  of  the  petitioner  the  looted  amount,

mobile phone set has been recovered, which was subject to loot

has been recovered. He submits that antecedent of the petitioner

is not clean and there are four criminal antecedents against the

petitioner. 

6. In that view of the matter, this Court is not inclined
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to grant anticipatory bail to the petitioner. Hence, the prayer for

anticipatory bail of the petitioner is hereby rejected. 

Mkr./-
                                                           (Dr. Anshuman, J)
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