2

12-03-2026

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.14746 of 2026

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-190 Year-2025 Thana- PANDARAK District- Patna

Amarjeet Yadav @ Amarjeet Kumar @ Chaina S/o- Late Paras Yadav @
Paras Ray R/v- Kondi Ps- Pandarak Dist- Patna

...... Petitioner
Versus

The State of Bihar

...... Opposite Party
Appearance :
For the Petitioner : Mr. Ashok Kumar Kashyap, Advocate
For the Opposite Party Mr. Md. Ataur Rahman, APP
For the Informant : Mr. Amit Kumar Singh, Advocate

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE PRAVEEN KUMAR
ORAL ORDER

Heard learned counsel for the petitioner, learned
A.P.P. for the State and learned counsel for the informant.

2. The petitioner seeks bail in connection with
Pandarak P.S. Case No. 190 of 2025, registered for the offence
under Sections 109(1), 303(2), 190, 191(3), 61(2)(a), 125,
126(2), 115(2) of the Bhartiya Nayay Sanhita and Section 27 of
the Arms Act.

3. As per the prosecution case, allegedly, the
petitioner along with several named co-accused persons and
others came on a pick up and bike at the cultural programme site
and created ruckus, on being asked to maintain peace, co-
accused Chandramauli Yadav exhorted that whoever comes in
the way shot him, upon which the petitioner and co-accused

persons Kundan Rai and Rishi Rai pulled out mouser and started
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firing, which hit two persons, and thereafter they fled away. It is
further alleged that when the injured were being taken to
hospital for treatment, again, the accused persons way laid them
and damaged the vehicle.

4. Learned counsel appearing for the petitioner
submits that the petitioner along with co-accused persons
Kundan Rai and Rishi Rai is alleged to have fired upon injured
Amit Kumar. Referring to the impugned order, learned counsel
for the petitioner submits that the injury upon injured Amit
Kumar is simple in nature, although the nature of weapon has
not been mentioned. There is general and omnibus allegations.
The petitioner has got one criminal antecedent, in which he is on
bail and he is in custody since 29.10.2025 and that there is case
and counter case between the parties.

5. Learned A.P.P. for the State as well as learned
counsel for the informant vehemently opposed the prayer for
bail of the petitioner and submitted that the petitioner resorted to
firing.

6. Considering the facts and circumstances of the
case, let the, above named, petitioner be released on bail on
furnishing bail bond of Rs. 10,000/- (ten thousand) with two

sureties of the like amount each to the satisfaction of learned
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ACJM-1st, Barh, Patna, in connection with Pandarak P.S. Case

No. 190 of 2025.

(Praveen Kumar, J)
Pawan/-
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