
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Criminal Miscellaneous No.70909 of 2018

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-4 Year-2011 Thana- C.B.I CASE District- Patna
======================================================
Manoj Kumar Ranjan S/o Bishnu Deo Ram, R/o Vill.- Rith Ke Tola, P.O.+
P.S.- Ekma, Distt.- Saran.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

The Central Bureau of Investigation 

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner         :  Mr. Chandra Shekhar Singh, Advocate.
For the CBI                      :   Mr. Sanjay Kumar, SC, CBI
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE VIKASH JAIN

ORAL ORDER

3 01-02-2019     Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned

counsel for the Central Bureau of Investigation.

 2.  The  petitioner  apprehends  his  arrest  for  the

offences alleged under Sections 120B,  R/W 419,  420,  464 and

471 of the Indian Penal Code registered in connection with R.C.

Case No. 219(E) of 2011, Special Case No. 4(E) of 2011.

3.  It is submitted that the petitioner has been falsely

implicated  and  the  investigation  report  discloses  that  it  was

accused  Vinay  Kumar  Singh  who  had  impersonated  the

petitioner, having  filled  up  the  application  form  for  the

examination and generated the admit  card  in the name of  the

petitioner. It is submitted that the petitioner had no role to the

alleged occurrence.

4.  Learned  counsel  for  the  Central  Bureau  of

Investigation appears and opposes the anticipatory bail petition,

inviting reference to paragraph-16.40 of the investigation report

containing narrative of  the links in the chain starting with the

petitioner’s father Bishnu Deo Ram , through  Arun Kumar Yadav,
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Satyendra Pandey, Shashi Kumar Yadav and Vinay Kumar Singh.

It is submitted that the ultimate beneficiary is the petitioner. 

5.   Having  regard  to  the  nature  of  accusation  and

gravity of the offence alleged, this Court is not inclined to grant

the  privilege  of  anticipatory  bail  to  the  petitioner.  The

anticipatory bail petition stands dismissed. 
    

Ibrar//-
(Vikash Jain, J)
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