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26-09-2022

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No0.30681 of 2021

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-2 Year-2019 Thana- PARSA District- Saran

ABHISHEK KUMAR SINGH @ ABHISHEK KUMAR S/o Ranjan Patel
Resident of Mohalla- Devi Mandir Road, Ramna, P.S.- Mithanpura, District-
Muzaffarpur.

...... Petitioner/s
Versus
THE STATE OF BIHAR
...... Opposite Party/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : None
For the Opposite Party/s : Mr.Dashrath Mehta

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE NAWNEET KUMAR
PANDEY
ORAL ORDER

Despite repeated calls none appeared on behalf of the
petitioner. It is pertinent to mention here that last opportunity
was given to him on 24.08.2022.

The petitioners apprehend their arrest in connection
with Parsa P.S. Case No. 02 of 2019 registered for offence
punishable under sections 406, 420, 467, 468 and 471 of the
Indian Penal Code.

As per allegation, the complainant Vijay Kumar Rai
had purchased a Mahindra Pickup Bolero Van after taking loan
from Mahindra & Mahindra Finance Company. The petitioner,
who is employee of that Finance Company, came to the house of
the complainant/informant and apprised him that installment of

the loan was not being paid regularly and he requested the
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complainant to lease out that vehicle on the monthly rent of
Rs.30,000/-. The petitioner obtained signature of the
complainant on some papers. After some months, the officials of
Mahindra Finance Company apprised the complainant that the
dues of loan has accumulated to Rs.4,25,000/-. The petitioner
neither paid the loan to the complainant nor deposited the
installments and he sold the vehicle after fabricating forged
documents.

During course of investigation, allegation has been
found true and the investigation is still continuing. The
petitioner is a criminal history of similar nature of case and his
prayer for anticipatory bail in that case has been rejected by a
coordinate Bench in Cr. Misc. No. 77146 on 16.11.2021.

In my view, it is not a fit case for anticipatory bail.

Accordingly, it is rejected.

(Nawneet Kumar Pandey, J)



