
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Criminal Miscellaneous No.17111 of 2017 

 

 Arising Out of PS.Case No. -1662 Year- 2016 Thana -BHOJPUR COMPLAINT CASE District- 

BHOJPUR 

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

1. Ajay Kumar Singh S/o Kauleshwar Singh R/o Village- Sakddi, P.S.- 

Koilwar, District- Bhojpur. 

 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar.   

2. Dinesh Pandey S/o Late Sheo Vilash Pandey Resident of Village- Kuber 

Chak, Kulharia, P.S.- Koilwa, District- Bhojpur. 

 

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

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

Appearance : 
For the Petitioner/s               :      Mr. Niranjan Parihar 

For the Informant                  :     Mr. K. N. Choubey, Sr. Adv. 

                                                     Mr. Ashok Kumar Garg, Adv. 

For the State                          :     APP 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE KISHORE KUMAR 

MANDAL 
ORAL ORDER 

 

7 10-08-2017 Heard both sides.  

The petitioner apprehends his arrest in Complaint 

Case No. 1662(C)/2016, registered under Sections 467, 468, 471, 

420 and 120(B) of the Indian Penal Code.  

Precisely, the prosecution case is that the petitioner 

by impersonation got the sale deed executed in respect of the land 

of the informant in which fictitious persons became witness. 

Besides opposing the prayer for anticipatory bail on merit, Mr. 

Choubey has pointed out that a wrong statement has been made by 

the petitioner that he has no criminal antecedent. He produced a 

certified copy of the order passed in Cr. Misc. No. 27172/2017 
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preferred by the present petitioner for grant of anticipatory bail in 

respect of a case with similar/identical allegation (s). 

Considering the case in the light of relevant materials 

available on record and also the fact that there is suppression of the 

antecedent of the petitioner, this Court is not inclined to extend the 

privilege of anticipatory bail. The prayer is, accordingly, rejected. 

 
 

 

Rakhi 

(Kishore Kumar Mandal, J.) 
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