IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.89584 of 2024

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-65 Year-2022 Thana- SARAI RANJAN District- Samastipur

1. Sanjeev Kumar (@ Sanjeev Kumar Singh S/O Shailendra Kumar @
Shailendra Prasad Singh R/O Village- Kishanpur Yusuf, Bishanpur Yusuf,
Ward no. 13, P.S- Sarairanjan, District- Samastipur.

2. Rajeev Kumar @ Rajeev Kumar Singh S/O Shailendra Kumar (@ Shailendra
Prasad Singh R/O Village- Kishanpur Yusuf, Bishanpur Yusuf, Ward no. 13,
P.S- Sarairanjan, District- Samastipur.

...... Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar

2. The Junior Engineer (Electrical) North Bihar Power Distribution Company
Limited Chaklalshahi Sub - Division, Samastipur.

...... Opposite Party/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioners : Mr. Narendra Kumar, Advocate
For the State : Mr. Harendra Prasad, APP
For Opposite Party No.2 : Mr. Lokesh Kumar Singh, Advocate

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE PRABHAT KUMAR SINGH
ORAL ORDER

3 29-01-2025 Heard learned counsels for the parties.

2. The petitioners apprehend their arrest in a case
registered for the offence punishable under Section 135 of the
Electricity Act read with Sections 341, 323, 504 and 34 of the
Indian Penal Code.

3. It is a case of electricity theft.

4. From bare perusal of the impugned order it appears
that petitioners were ready to pay the fine amount imposed by
the department.

5. However, at this stage, petitioners have refused to
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pay the same and learned counsel appearing on behalf of the
petitioners submits that petitioners are innocent and has falsely
been implicated in this case.

6. On the other hand, learned A.P.P. for the State and
learned counsel appearing on behalf of the electricity
department have vehemently opposed the prayer for grant of
anticipatory bail to the petitioners and submitted that these
petitioners were consuming electricity despite disconnection of
electric supply and thereby caused huge revenue loss. It is
further alleged that they also assaulted informant and his team
members.

7. Considering the aforesaid facts and circumstances,
nature of accusation and the fact that petitioners have refused to
pay the amount of fine imposed by the department and have
assaulted informant and others, the prayer for grant of

anticipatory bail to the petitioners is rejected.

(Prabhat Kumar Singh, J)



