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20-02-2017

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Criminal Miscellaneous No.7251 of 2017

Arising Out of PS.Case No. -421 Year- 2016 Thana -SAMASTIPUR COMPLAINT CASE District-
SAMASTIPUR

Arun Kumar @ Arun Kumar Mahto, Son of Sri Braj Nandan Prasad
resident of Village- Tedha, P.S.- Khanpur, Distt.- Samastipur, Presently
Branch Manager, State Bank of India Cinema Chowk Rosera, District-
Samastipur.

........ Petitioner/s
Versus
1. The State of Bihar.
2. Pappu Kumar Rai, Son of Ram Suchit Rai, Resident of Village- Chaita
Dakshini, Tola- Bastari, P.S.- Angarghat, Distt.- Samastipur.

........ Opposite Party/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Rama Kant Jha, Adv.
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr. Sri Tarkeshwar Nath Thakur, APP

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE VINOD KUMAR SINHA
ORAL ORDER

Heard the parties.

The petitioner apprehends his arrest in Complaint Case
No.421 of 2016 for the offences punishable under Sections 420,
467, 468 and 120B of the Indian Penal Code.

It has been submitted on behalf of the petitioner that the
petitioner is a Bank Manager and only allegation against him is
that instead of KCC loan he has granted tractor loan. However,
tractor has already been handed over to the loanee and in similar
circumstances other accused persons have been granted
anticipatory bail by a co-ordinate Bench of this Court vide order

dated 5.12.2016 passed in Cr.Misc.N0.33806 of 2016.



Arvind/-

Patna High Court Cr.Misc. No.7251 of 2017 (2) dt.20-02-2017 2

Heard learned A.P.P. also.

Having heard both sides. In view of the facts, as stated
above, let the petitioner, above named, in the event of arrest or
surrender before the court below within a period of six weeks, be
released on bail on furnishing bail bond of Rs.25,000/- (twenty
five thousand) with two sureties of the like amount each to the
satisfaction of learned C.J.M., Samastipur in connection with
Complaint Case No.421 of 2016, subject to the conditions as laid
down under Section 438(2) of the Code of Criminal Procedure and
subject to the further conditions that:

(i) One of the bailors of the petitioner shall be a local
person having sufficient immovable property within
the jurisdiction of the concerned court.

(i) The petitioner shall cooperate in the investigation
and make himself available as and when required by
the police and on the event of failure on his part to
appear before the police on two consecutive dates
without showing any genuine reasons, the
prosecution is free to move for cancellation of his
bail bonds.

(Vinod Kumar Sinha, J)




