
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.34165 of 2022

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-63 Year-2022 Thana- NALANDA District- Nalanda
======================================================
Savitri Kumari D/o Chandeshwar Prasad, W/o Vinay Kumar R/o Village Pali,
P.S. Naubatpur, District  Patna At Present Posted As Primary Teacher Nona
(Bihar).

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar.
2. Vigilance Investigation Bureau, Patna.
3. Bihar School Examination Board, Patna.

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Rabindra Prasad Singh
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr.Ajay Mishra
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ANJANI KUMAR SHARAN

ORAL ORDER

5 21-11-2022 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner, learned APP

for the State as well as learned counsel appearing on behalf of

the Vigilance.

The  petitioner  apprehends  her  arrest  in  connection

with Nalanda P.S. Case No.63 of 2022 (wrongly mentioned as

Nalanda P.S. Case No.65 of 2022 in the prayer portion of the

bail  petition),  registered  for  the  offences  punishable  under

Sections  420,  467,  468,  471 and 120(B)  of  the  Indian  Penal

Code.

Allegation against the petitioner is that she got herself

appointed as  Niyojit  Panchayat  Teacher  by submitting forged

B.E.T.E.T., 2011 Result Card.
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Learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  submits  that  the

petitioner has got no criminal antecedent as stated in paragraph-

3 of the bail  application. It  is further submitted that similarly

situated co-accused person has been granted anticipatory bail by

a co-ordinate Bench of this Court vide order dated 16.11.2022,

passed in Cr. Misc. No.56657 of 2022.

Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the Vigilance

submits that prayer for anticipatory bail of several co-accused

persons have been rejected by different co-ordinate Benches of

this Court.

Taking into consideration the facts aforesaid, I am not

inclined  to  enlarge  the  petitioner  on  anticipatory  bail.

Accordingly, the prayer for anticipatory bail of the petitioner is

rejected.
    

Sanjay/-

(Anjani Kumar Sharan, J.)
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