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17-09-2025

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.66510 of 2025

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-447 Year-2024 Thana- RUNISAIDPUR District- Sitamarhi

Chandan Kumar son of Vinod Rai @ Vinod Ray, Resident of Village-
Runnisaidpur PS- Runnisaidpur District -Sitamarhi

...... Petitioner/s
Versus
The State of Bihar
...... Opposite Party/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Vikash Kumar Jha, Adv.
For the Opposite Party/s : Mr. Rajiv Nayan, APP

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE HARISH KUMAR
ORAL ORDER

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

2. The petitioner apprehends his arrest in connection
with Runnisaidpur P.S. Case No.447 of 2024 registered for the
offences punishable under Sections 109(1), 308(2), 3(5) of the
BNS and Section 27 of the Arms Act.

3. Allegedly, the petitioner along with other accused
persons were involved in demanding extortion from the
informant for the last six months. On the fateful day, the
petitioner along with others came to the shop of the informant
and demanded extortion and when the brother of the informant
tried to catch the petitioner, the petitioner wiped out his pistol
and fired twice upon the brother of the informant due to which

he sustained two bullets injury; one over his right chest and



rohit/-

U

Patna High Court CR. MISC. No.66510 of 2025(2) dt.17-09-2025

2/2

another one in his right hand. On hulla being raised, all the
accused persons succeeded in fleeing away.

4. Learned Advocate for the petitioner made various
submissions, inter alia, that there was prior enmity between
both the parties and the injury report does not corroborate the
allegation, coupled with the fact that the petitioner is a student.
However, these submissions do not persuade this Court to
enlarge the petitioner on pre-arrest bail, taking note of the
specific allegation of causing two bullets injury to the injured,
brother of the informant, apart from the criminal antecedent as
disclosed in para-3 of the bail application. Accordingly, his
prayer is rejected.

5. Suffice it to observe that if the petitioner surrenders
and seeks regular bail before the court below, the same shall be
considered on its own merit without being prejudiced by the

present order.

(Harish Kumar, J)



