
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.13138 of 2026

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-50 Year-2025 Thana- MANIGACHI District- Darbhanga
======================================================
Chandan Kumar Ray Son of Laxmi Kant Ray Resident of Village- Mahthor,
P.S.- Manigachhi, District -Darbhanga

...  ...  Petitioner
Versus

1. The State of Bihar 

2. Mangnu Das @ Ramsagar Das Son of Sri Hira Das @ Hiralal Das Resident
of Village- Mahthaur (Mahthor), P.S.- Manigachhi, District -Darbhanga

3. Bhola Das @ Rajesh Kumar Son of Sri Hira Das @ Hiralal Das Resident of
Village- Mahthaur (Mahthor), P.S.- Manigachhi, District -Darbhanga

4. Satyanarayan Das @ Satya Narayan Das Son of Prabhu Das @ Kiray Das
Resident  of  Village-  Mahthaur  (Mahthor),  P.S.-  Manigachhi,  District
-Darbhanga

5. Ram Bhrosh Das @ Ram Bharosh Das @ Rambharosh Das Son of Fekan
Das  @  Phekhan  Das  Resident  of  Village-  Mahthaur  (Mahthor),  P.S.-
Manigachhi, District -Darbhanga

6. Golu Das @ Golu Kumar @ Golu Kumar Das Son of Ram Bhrosh Das @
Ram  Bharosh  Das  @  Rambharosh  Das  Resident  of  Village-  Mahthaur
(Mahthor), P.S.- Manigachhi, District -Darbhanga

...  ...  Opposite Parties
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner :  Mr. Manish Kumar No 13, Advocate
For the Opposite Party :  Mr. Abhay Kumar, APP
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SANDEEP KUMAR

ORAL ORDER

2 14-07-2026   Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned

APP for the State. 

2. This  application  has  been  filed  for

cancellation of  anticipatory bail  granted to the opposite party

nos.2 to 6, in connection with Manigachhi P.S. Case No.50 of

2025 registered for the offence under sections 329(4), 126(2),

115(2),  118(2),  109(1),  352,  3(5)  of  the  B.N.S.,  2023,  by  a
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Coordinate  Bench  of  this  Court  vide order  dated  08.10.2025

passed in Criminal Miscellaneous No.71327 of 2025. 

3. It appears that the bail order was passed after

hearing  the  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  and  learned

counsel for the informant therein and if the petitioner has not

pointed out the fact of issuance of process under section 82 of

the Cr.P.C.  before  the  Coordinate  Bench while  the  impugned

order was being passed, now, he cannot point out the same by

filing a cancellation of bail petition. 

4. Accordingly,  this  cancellation  bail

application is rejected.  
    

Pallavi/ pawan

(Sandeep Kumar, J)
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