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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Criminal Miscellaneous No0.58265 of 2017

Avrising Out of PS.Case No. -436 Year- 2017 Thana -SASARAM NAGAR District- SASARAM
(ROHTAS)

Arvind Kumar Sah @ Arvind Sah, Son of Late Lalan Sah, Resident of
Village- Nawadih, P.S.- Nokha, District- Rohtas.

........ Petitioner
Versus
1. The State of Bihar.
2. The Canara Bank through Chief Manager, Sasaram.

Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s . Mr. Ajay Nandan Sahay, Adv.
For the Opposite Party/s  :  Mr. Sri Akshay Lal Pandit, APP.

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE BIRENDRA KUMAR
ORAL ORDER

Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and
learned APP for the State.

Petitioner seeks bail in a case registered for the
offences punishable under Sections 420,467,468,471,406 of the
Indian Penal Code.

Allegation against the petitioner is that the loan
of Rs. One Crore was sanctioned in favour of the petitioner. The
petitioner had produced a document showing that the rice mill was
running on the same land rather the fact was that the rice mill was
not running on the said land.

Submission of the learned counsel for the

petitioner is that the petitioner has stated on oath in paragraphs-5
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and 6 of the bail petition that he was a staff of Viswajeet Anand
and in fact Viswajeet Anand had taken the loan by inducing the
petitioner to produce his title deed. Subsequently, Viswajeet
Anand committed suicide. The bank cannot show any paper to
substantiate that in fact loan was sanctioned in the name of the
petitioner. Petitioner is in custody since 18.08.2017.

Considering the aforesaid facts, let the petitioner,
above named, be released on bail on furnishing bail bond of
Rs.20,000/- (Twenty Thousand) with two sureties of the like
amount each to the satisfaction of learned Court below where the
case is pending in connection with Sasaram (T) Police Station
Case N0.436 of 2017, subject to the condition that the petitioner
shall fully cooperate with the investigation and trial of the case,
failing which the court below shall be at liberty to cancel the bail

bond of the petitioner.

(Birendra Kumar, J)




