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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Criminal Miscellaneous N0.37137 of 2014

Arising Out of PS.Case No. -1378 Year- 2013 Thana -COMPLAINT CASE District- JAMUI

1. Bindu Tanti @ Baidu Tanti, son of Late Babulal Tanti,

2. Md. Ezhar, Son of Late Md. Asin,

3.7 Arjun Yadav, son of Late Parsadi Yadav, All are resident of village
Pira, P.S. and District Jamui.

........ Petitioner/s

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE VIKASH JAIN
ORAL ORDER

Heard learned counsel for the petitioners and
learned APP for the State.

2. The petitioners apprehend their arrest for
the offences alleged under Section 420 of the IPC
registered in connection with Complaint Case No. 1378
of 2013.

3. It is submitted that the petitioners have
been falsely implicated in a transaction involving a
dispute, purely of civil nature. It is further stated that
the petitioner no. 3 has purchased the land after making
payment to the land owner.

4. A perusal of the order of learned Sessions
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Judge it further indicates that from the certified copy of
sale deed executed by Fagu Tanti in favour of accused
«.ﬂq Bindu Tanti relates to Khata No. 7 whereas the subject
property relates to Khata No. 6 and the Kewala executed
by petitioner no. 1 in favour of one Arjun Yadav relates
O to Khata No. 6. The source of acquisition by petitioner
no. 1 however, is stated neither before the learned Court
below nor before this Court.
5. Having regard to the nature of accusations
and the gravity of the offence alleged, this Court is not
inclined to grant privilege of anticipatory bail to the

petitioners. The bail petition stands dismissed.

(Vikash Jain, J)
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