
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.36179 of 2022

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-14 Year-2019 Thana- ROHTAS COMPLAINT CASE District-
Rohtas

======================================================
1. UMESH SINGH SON OF SHIVRAJ SINGH Resident of Subhash Nagar,

Ward No. 14 P.S.- Dehri, District- Rohtas

2. RAJARAM SINGH SON OF LAXANDEO SINGH Resident of East Pali
Ward No. 13, P.S.- Dehri, District- Rohtas

3. DHANANJAY SINGH SON OF SHANKAR SINGH Resident of Village-
Rudrapura, P.s.- Dehri, District- Rohtas

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

The State of Bihar  

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Manindra Kishore Singh, Advocate
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr. Uday Pratap Singh, APP 
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SATYAVRAT VERMA

ORAL ORDER

2 29-11-2022 Heard learned counsel for the petitioners and learned

A.P.P. for the State.

The  petitioners  apprehend  their  arrest  in  a  case

registered for the offences punishable under Section 406 of the

Indian Penal Code.

Learned  counsel  for  the  petitioners  submits  that

petitioner  nos.  1  and  3  are  persons  with  clean  antecedent,

petitioner no.2 has antecedent of one case and the complainant

alleges  that  her  husband  was  a  drunkard  and  had  died  on

01.05.2015,  further  on  06.01.2019  accused  persons  were

measuring  her  land  and  on  inquiry  they  disclosed  that  four
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decimal of land was purchased by them from her husband by a

sale deed dated 08.06.2012, it is next alleged that no land was

sold by her husband rather few years back accused persons had

taken his husband’s signature in the name of getting loan for a

tractor and misused the same.

Learned  counsel  for  the  petitioners  submits  that

petitioners have been falsely implicated in the present case, it is

next submitted that dispute is purely civil in nature, it is also

submitted  that  already  a  sale  deed  dated  08.06.2012  stands

executed and if the informant is aggrieved by the execution of

sale deed then she has remedies available in law of getting the

sale deed canceled.

Learned A.P.P.  for  the  State  opposes  the prayer  for

anticipatory bail of the petitioners.

Considering  the  submissions  made  by  the  learned

counsel for the petitioners, the petitioners above-named, in the

event of their arrest or surrender before the learned Court below

within  a  period  of  six  weeks  from  today,  be  released  on

anticipatory  bail  on  furnishing  bail  bonds  of  Rs.  10,000/-

(Rupees  Ten  Thousand)  each  with  two  sureties  of  the  like

amount each to the satisfaction of the learned court below where

the  case  is  pending/successor  court  in  connection  with
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Complaint Case No. 14 of 2019 subject to the conditions as laid

down under Section 438 (2) of the Cr.P.C.      
    

Rishi/-
(Satyavrat Verma, J)
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