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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.2078S of 2020

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-225 Year-2019 Thana- MADHUBANI COMPLAINT CASE
District- Madhubani

VINESH KUMAR YADAV @ DINESH KUMAR S/o Late Rajgir Yadav
Resident of Village- Gobarahi, P.S.- Jaynagar, Distt- Madhubani.

...... Petitioner/s
Versus

THE STATE OF BIHAR

Bisheshwar Yadav son of Late Sitaram Yadav Resident of village-
Bhairavnagar P. S. Jaynagar, Dist- Madhubani

...... Opposite Party/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr.Sanjay Kumar
For the Opposite Party/s : Mr.Tarun Prasad Mandal
Mr.Vinay Ranjan
Mr.Raju Kumar

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ANJANI KUMAR SHARAN
ORAL ORDER

Heard the parties.

The petitioner apprehends his arrest in a case in
connection with C.R. Case No0.225/2019, registered for the
offence punishable under Sections 341, 323, 384, 420, 467,
468,471,472, 406 of the Indian Penal Code.

The allegation against the petitioner is of committing
forgery with the complainant, in the name of managing
appointment letter for his sons.

It is submitted by learned counsel for the petitioner that
petitioner is quite innocent and has committed no offence. He

has been falsely implicated in this case. No such occurrence as
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alleged has ever taken place. The allegation leveled upon the
petitioner is not specific rather general and omnibus in nature.
The specific allegation is against co-accused Ramsogarat
Yadav. There is no any document relating to the transfer of
money. Petitioner has one criminal antecedent, which is also
mentioned in para-3 of the bail application.

Learned counsel for the State as well as learned counsel
for the complainant/informant have opposed the prayer for bail
by submitting that the petitioner and other co-accused
Ramsogart Yadav have taken Rs.13 Lakhs from the
complainant to given appointment letter to the complainant’s
sons but neither the appointment letter was given nor the
money was returned.

Having regard to the facts and circumstances of the case,
I am not inclined to grant anticipatory bail to the petitioner.
The prayer for grant of anticipatory bail to the petitioner is
hereby rejected.

Accordingly, the instant anticipatory bail application is
dismissed.

However, the petitioner is directed to surrender before
the learned court below within a period of four weeks and seek

regular bail.
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The learned trial court is directed to consider and
dispose of the case of the petitioner in accordance with the
merits of the case without being prejudiced by the dismissal of

the present application.

(Anjani Kumar Sharan, J)

pallavi/-
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