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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Cr. Misc. N0.19005 of 2010
VIKASH KUMAR BHARTI Son of Sri Jai Prakash Das
Versus
THE STATE OF BIHAR

Heard learned couns:c;i-lzc-)-r-;l-e petitioner and the State.

Petitioner is an accused in a case under Section 392 of the
Indian Penal Code, which was later on converted into Sections 395 /
412 of the Indian Penal Code.

Learned counsel submits that petitioner was neither named
in the First Information Report nor was put on T. |. Parade. He further
submits that his name has figured in the confessional statement of co-
accused and in fact he has been remanded in this case from another
case.

C Ip.the*eircumstances, petitioner, named above, is directed to
be released on bai-l-on furnishing bail bond of Rs. 5,000/- (Five
thousand) with two sureties of the like amount each to the satisfaction
of Chief Judicial Magistrate, Bhagalpur in connection with Sahkund

P.S. case no. 80 of 2009, with the condition that he will not physically

absent for two consq:,gtive dates at stretch till three witnesses are
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? ined Fﬂ;ﬁbr ore, the petitioner would report to nearby police
GFF\

station-once every two months.

(Samarendra Pratap Singh, J.)



