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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Criminal Miscellaneous No.29941 of 2017 

 

 Arising Out of PS.Case No. -3579 Year- 2015 Thana -VAISALI COMPLAINT CASE District- 

VAISHALI(HAJIPUR) 

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

1. Munni Kumari W/o Sudhir Kumar Rai, Resident of Tejpratap Nagar, 

Anishabad, P.S.- Beur, District- Vaishali. 

 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar.   

2. Md. Anwar Alam, Son of Late Md. Jahiruddin,  Resident of Village- 

Babu Mohalla- Mahnar, P.S.- Mahanar, District- Vaishali. 

 

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

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s         :      Mr. Satish Kumar Sinha 

For the Opposite Party/s      :     Mr. Sri Shyam  Kumar Singh 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SANJAY PRIYA 

ORAL ORDER 

 

2 12-07-2017 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and the State. 

The petitioner apprehends her arrest in Complaint Case 

No. 3579 of 2015 instituted for the offence under Sections-468, 

471 and 420 of the Indian Penal Code. 

There is allegation in the complaint petition that the 

petitioner being Assistant clerk in the Circle Office, Mahnar, in 

conspiracy with the Circle Officer after transfer of the then Circle 

Officer to Mohanpur, Gaya on 11-05-2015 made interpolation in 

the record and changed the order dated 12-08-2015 by makimg 

cutting and interpolation as 12-10-2014 and finally allowed the 

Mutation Case by aforesaid forgery, whereas; on 03-10-2015, it 

was ordered that Mutation case is rejected. (Aswikirt). It is alleged 
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that this petitioner in conspiracy with the Circle Officer, did 

wrongful act after taking huge amount and committed forgery in 

the order dated 03-10-2014 and cut the word “Aswikirt”. The SA 

of the complainant is also annexed as Annexure-2 where the 

complainant has supported the allegation of committing forgery by 

the petitioner in conspiracy with the C.O. 

In such circumstances, this court does not find it a fit 

case for grant of anticipatory bail. Accordingly, prayer for 

anticipatory bail is rejected. 

            The petitioner is directed to surrender in the court below 

and seek regular bail which shall be considered on its own merit 

without being prejudiced by this order.            

 

A.K.V./- 
(Sanjay Priya, J) 
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