IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.66467 of 2025

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-68 Year-2022 Thana- SISWAN District- Siwan

Indrajeet Yadav S/o Rajdhan Yadav Resident of vill- Raghunathpur, PS-
Raghunathpur, Dist- Siwan

...... Petitioner/s
Versus
The State of Bihar
...... Opposite Party/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mrs. Kumari Anupam, Advocate
For the Opposite Party/s : Mr. Mritunjay Kumar Nirala, APP

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJIV ROY
ORAL ORDER

2 18-09-2025 Heard the parties.

2. The petitioner is apprehending his arrest in
connection with Siswan P.S. Case No. 68 of 2022 for the
offence under section 379 of the Indian Penal Code lodged on
22.03.2022 by the informant, Rajendra Tiwary.

3. As per the prosecution story, the informant alleged
that he parked his motorcycle in the porch but later, it
disappeared/stolen. This led to the FIR.

4. Subsequently, the investigation took the Police to
the doors of the petitioner after the confession of Jai Kumar
Patel who was arrested in connection with Raghunathpur P.S.
Case No. 129 of 2022 in which the petitioner is also an accused.

5. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that only

because of criminal antecedent, he has been implicated, his



Adnan/-

U

T

Patna High Court CR. MISC. No.66467 of 2025(2) dt.18-09-2025

2/2

name has come on the confessional statement and nothing has
been recovered from his conscious possession.

6. Learned APP opposes the prayer submitting that not
only he has seven criminal antecedent under his belt, the FIR is
of the year 2022, he has come to the Court after three years and
the fact that the accused who has confessed and named this
petitioner, is an accomplice in Raghunathpur P.S Case No. 129
of 2022 alongwith this petitioner.

7. Considering the submission of the parties as also
the materials on record particularly the fact of his criminal
antecedent as also that he alongwith the person who confessed
against him are accused in Raghunathpur P.S Case No. 129 of
2022, in that background, it would be appropriate that the
petitioner seeks bail.

8. The anticipatory bail application stands rejected.

(Rajiv Roy, J)



