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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.82453 of 2025

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-92 Year-2025 Thana- PANDARAK District- Patna

Suro @ Suresh Yadav @ Suro Yadav S/o Late Simen Yadav @ Shivnandan
Yadav Resident of village - Gowasa Sheikhpura, Gherapar, Police Station -
Pandarak, District - Patna

Umesh Yadav @ Loha @ Loha Yadav S/o Late Simen Yadav @ Shivnandan
Yadav Resident of village - Gowasa Sheikhpura, Gherapar, Police Station -
Pandarak, District - Patna

Vinod Yadav S/o Late Simen Yadav @ Shivnandan Yadav Resident of
village - Gowasa Sheikhpura, Gherapar, Police Station - Pandarak, District -
Patna

...... Petitioner/s
Versus

The State of Bihar

...... Opposite Party/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioners : Mr. Arun, Advocate
For the State : Mr. Syed Mojibur Rahman, APP
For the Informant : Mr. Arvind Kumar Mouar, Advocate

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE PRABHAT KUMAR SINGH
ORAL ORDER

Heard learned counsel for the petitioners, learned
A.P.P. for the State and learned counsel appearing on behalf of
the informant.

2. The petitioners seek bail in a case registered for the
offence punishable under Sections 103 and 3(5) of the B.N.S.
and Section 27 of the Arms Act.

3. As per prosecution case, it is alleged that all 9 F.I.R.
named accused persons, including these petitioners, along with
4 to 5 unknown persons, surrounded elder son of informant,

namely Arun Yadav and thereafter, co-accused Mukesh Yadav
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and Hareram Yadav opened fire causing fire arm injury on the
head and stomach of her son due to which, he fell down and
died.

4. It 1s submitted by learned counsel for the petitioners
that petitioners are quite innocent and have committed no
offence. Informant is not an eye witness to the occurrence. From
bare perusal of the F.I.R. it is apparent that specific accusation
of causing fire arm injury is against co-accused Mukesh Yadav
and Hareram Yadav. So far as these petitioners are concerned,
there is absolutely no allegation of overt act against these
petitioners. Petitioner No. 1 is in custody since 15.08.2025 and
Petitioner Nos. 2 and 3 are in custody since 26.08.2025.
Petitioners claim clean antecedents.

5. Learned A.P.P. for the State and learned counsel
appearing on behalf of the informant have vehemently opposed
the prayer for grant of bail to the petitioners.

6. Considering the facts and circumstances of the
case, general and omnibus nature of accusation, period of
custody and clean antecedents of the petitioners, the prayer for
grant bail of to the petitioners is allowed.

7. Accordingly, let the above named petitioners be

released on bail on furnishing bail-bond of Rs. 10,000/- (ten
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thousand) each with two sureties of the like amount each to the
satisfaction of learned Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate — I,
Barh, Patna in connection with Pandarak P.S. Case No. 92 of

2025.

(Prabhat Kumar Singh, J)
shashank/-
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