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                       In the Court of Principal Sessions Judge, Gopalganj

           B.P. No.  220 of 2026

Prakash Kumar Ranjan :---------------Petitioner
                 V r s

The State of Bihar :------------- Opposite party
Counsel for the petitioner :------------- Sri Uday Kumar, Advocate
Counsel for the Opposite party :--------------- Sri Deo Vansh Giri, P.P.

  
24-03-2026 Order Remarks

          Bail petition filed on behalf of the above named petitioner, who is in

judicial custody since 11-02-2026, in connection with Gopalganj P.S. Case

No. 441/2025, registered U/S 309(4) of the B.N.S., is put up for hearing.

The prosecution case in brief is that on the alleged date and time of

occurrence,  petitioner  was  returning  after  collection,  in  the  way  some

unknown miscreants surrounded him and committed robbery of motorcycle,

mobile phone, purse containing Rs. 10,000/-, A.T.M. and paper of vehicle

and while showing pistol threatened to kill him if he raised alarm. Hence, the

present F.I.R.

Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioner argued that the

petitioner is innocent and has been falsely implicated in this case. Learned

counsel further argued that petitioner is not named in the F.I.R. and he has no

any role in the alleged occurrence. It is further submitted that he has been

falsely implicated in this case from Deoria Shrirampur P.S. Case No. 05/2026

and police has shown recovery of motorcycle from his possession, which is

totally false and beyond the truth. It is further submitted that no any such

recovery has been made from the possession of the petitioner.  It is lastly

submitted that petitioner bears clean past and he is in custody since 02-

03-2026. With these arguments learned counsel for the petitioner prayed for

grant of regular bail to the petitioner. 

Per contra learned P.P. for the State has opposed the bail prayer of

the petitioner.

   Heard both the parties and perused the case record. From perusal

of the F.I.R. as well as case diary, it appears that although, petitioner is not

named in the F.I.R. but he has been remanded in this case from another case

and ld. Counsel for the petitioner has disclosed in this bail application that

petitioner bears clean past.

                  Therefore, without touching the merit of this case on the point of

concealment of fact, the bail petition of the petitioner is hereby rejected with

observation that he may renew his bail prayer on fresh ground.

                                                                                  (Dictated)

                 
                        (Kailash Joshi)

                                                                                    I/C P.S.J., Gopalganj
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