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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Criminal Miscellaneous N0.25309 of 2017

Avrising Out of PS.Case No. -87 Year- 2017 Thana -WARISNAGAR District- SAMASTIPUR

Trilok Kumar Singh, Son of Anil Kumar Singh, Resident of Mohalla-
Madhepura, P.S. Singhiya, District- Samastipur.
........ Petitioner/s

Versus
The State of Bihar.
........ Opposite Party/s
Appearance:
For the Petitioner/s . Mr. AK. Thakur and
Ms. Babita Kumari, Advocate.
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr. Choubey Jawahar,A.P.P.

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJEEV RANJAN PRASAD
ORAL ORDER

Heard Sri A.K. Thakur, learned advocate appearing
on behalf of the petitioner, and learned A.P.P. appearing on behalf
of the State.

The petitioner is seeking bail in Warisnagar
(Mathurapur O.P.) P.S. Case No. 87/17 under Sections 420, 467,
468, 471 of the Indian Penal Code read with Sections 3/10 of
Bihar Conduct of Examination Act, 1981 and Sections 65/66(c) of
the Information Technology Act, 2000.

The allegations against the petitioner are that he was
running a competition centre and was preparing the students for
competitive examination. It is alleged that he had stolen the
password of the concerned authority and prepared separate e-mail
ID and filled up some forms of children. It is alleged that only 37

applications were filled up on-line but when the Admit Cards were
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received it was found that there were 47 excess Admit Cards apart
from 37 original and those appeared to be a forged one.

The learned counsel appearing on behalf of the
petitioner submits that the petitioner is innocent; he had gone for
examination of his daughter at the centre and there is no cogent
material to justify his continued detention in prison.

On the other hand, learned A.P.P. submits that the
petitioner was involved in act of cheating and forgery and was
playing with the career of the young students. It is further
submitted referring to the order passed by the learned 3"
Additional Sessions Judge, Samastipur which is the impugned
order that the investigation in the present case is still going on.
The petitioner was arrested only on 10.04.2017.

In the facts and circumstances stated above,
considering that the investigation is still going on and the
allegations against the petitioner are serious in nature, | am not
inclined to grant regular bail to the petitioner at this stage. The

prayer for bail is rejected.

(Rajeev Ranjan Prasad, J)




