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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Criminal Miscellaneous No0.36102 of 2016

Arising Out of PS.Case No. -110 Year- 2016 Thana -KURTHA District- JEHANABAD

}Ribha Kumari W/o Bijendra Yadav @ Bijendra Kumar R/o Village-

Makhdumpur, P.S. Kurtha, District Arwal.

Petitioner
Versus
The State of Bihar
A weee ... Opposite Party
Appearance :
For the Petitioner : Mr. N.K. Agrawal, Sr. Advocate.
Mr. Sharda Nand Mishra, Advocate.
For the Opposite Party : Mr. Braj Kishore Prasad, APP.
For the Vigilance : Mr. Ramakant Sharma, Sr. Advocate.

Mr. Rabindra Kumar, AC to Vigilance.

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE PRABHAT KUMAR JHA
ORAL ORDER

Heard both sides.

The petitioner apprehends her arrest in Kurtha
(Manikpur) P.S. Case No. 110 of 2016 registered for the offences
punishable under Sections 419, 420, 467, 468, 471 and 120(B) of
the Indian Penal Code.

The S.I. of vigilance department alleged that one Soni
Kumari wrote a letter that her matriculation certificate,
intermediate certificate and TET mark sheet have wrongly been
used and someone got appointment on the post of teacher in
primary school, Kurtha situated at Nidhwa Panchayat. During
course of investigation, it transpired that Ribha Kumari

fraudulently used the certificate of Soni Kumari and affixed her
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photograph on the application form which appears at page-54 of
the records.

Shri N.K. Agrawal, learned senior counsel appearing on
behalf of petitioner, submits that the petitioner did not affix her
photograph. The petitioner has falsely been implicated in the case
but from perusal of the application form at page-54 of the records,
it appears that the photograph resembles with the face of the
petitioner who got appointment on the basis of mark sheets and
other documents of Soni Kumari, daughter of Baijnath Prasad,
resident of village Sarai, police station- Maner, District — Patna in
primary school, Kurtha situated at Nidhwa Panchayat.

Considering the facts aforesaid, I am not inclined to
enlarge the petitioner above named on anticipatory bail.

Accordingly, the same is rejected.

(Prabhat Kumar Jha, J.)




