
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Criminal Miscellaneous No. 47353 of 2014 

 

 Arising Out of PS.Case No. -177 Year- 2014 Thana -KOTWALI District- MUNGER 

====================================================== 

Ravi Kumar @ Ravi Kumar Singh, S/O Sri Surbhashan Singh, Resident of 

Village+ P.O. Laluphokhar, P.S. Kasim Bazar, District- Munger. 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

The State of Bihar 

....   ....  Opposite Party/s 

====================================================== 

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s          :      Mr.  

For the Opposite Party/s        :      Mr.  

====================================================== 

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE AHSANUDDIN  

                  AMANULLAH 

                                                 ORAL ORDER 

 

2 30-04-2015 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and 

learned A.P.P. for the State. 

The petitioner apprehends arrest in Kotwali 

P.S. Case No. 177 of 2014 dated 16.06.2014 instituted under 

Sections 426/467/468/471/34 of the Indian Penal Code. 

The allegation against the petitioner is that he 

had inspired Rajiv Srivastav, who has got eight bank accounts 

opened in which the mobile number was the same, leading to 

suspicion. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the 

bank accounts were not in his name and further he has no 

connection with Rajiv Srivastav and the allegation against him 

is false. 

Learned A.P.P. opposes the prayer for 

anticipatory bail and submits that the petitioner had managed 

to slip away from the bank and only Rajiv Srivastav was 

caught and it has come during investigation that the petitioner 
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had gone to the persons in whose names the accounts were 

opened and after giving them Rs. 400 had taken two 

photographs from them and got the said accounts opened.  

Considering the facts and circumstances of the 

case and submissions of learned counsel for the parties, the 

Court is not inclined to enlarge the petitioner on anticipatory 

bail. 

The application, accordingly, stands dismissed.   

However, in the event the petitioner surrenders 

and prays for regular bail before the Court below, the same 

shall be considered on its own merits in accordance with law 

without being prejudiced by the present order.    

 
 
 
Anand Kr. 

                                               (Ahsanuddin Amanullah, J.) 
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