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15-01-2026

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No0.90620 of 2025

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-590 Year-2025 Thana- AGAMKUAN District- Patna

Hare Ram Singh Son of Ram Pravesh Singh Resident of Village - Sadahpura,
P.S. - Gaurichak, District - Patna

...... Petitioner/s
Versus
The State of Bihar Bihar
...... Opposite Party/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr.Rohit Kumar, Advocate
For the Opposite Party/s : Mr.Raj Ballabh Singh, APP

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJIV ROY

ORAL ORDER

Heard Mr. Rohit Ranjan, learned counsel for the
petitioner and the State.

2. The petitioner is apprehending arrest in connection
with Agamkuan P.S. Case No. 590 of 2025 instituted under
Sections 25(1-B)a, 25(1)(a), 25(1)(b), 26, 35 of Arms Act
lodged on 05.08.2025 by the informant, Mukesh Kumar.

3. As per the prosecution story, the informant alleged
that on information, his house was raided, one person tried to
escape. He was Gautam Kumar, having taken him under
custody, he gave the name of other accused who escaped, the
petitioner included. Further, upon search, number of materials
relating to manufacturing of arms were recovered/seized. This
led to the FIR.

4. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that
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nothing has been recovered from his conscious possession and
the name has come in the confessional statement of Gautam
Kumar.

5. Learned APP on the other hand has taken this Court
to paras-3 and 4 to show that earlier he has been accused in two
cases and in fact, a gun factory has been discovered as would
reflect from the seizure list.

6. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that in
one of the criminal case relating to under section 307 of the IPC,
he has been acquitted.

7. Taking into account the submissions of the parties
as also the serious allegation that has come against the
petitioner, the alleged factory has been discovered in the
township of Patna is the matter of concern, in that background,
it would be appropriate that the petitioner seek bail.

8. The anticipatory bail application stands rejected.

(Rajiv Roy, J)



