IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.5116 of 2024

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-109 Year-2023 Thana- Cyber P.S. District- Patna

Shreya Singh D/o Sri Shiv Kumar R/v 315, Maurya Vihar Colony (Board
Colony) Transport Nagar Kumhrar, B.H.Colony, P.S. - Agam Kuan, Distt. -

Patna
...... Petitioner/s
Versus

The State of Bihar

...... Opposite Party/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr.Vijay Kumar Sinha, Advocate
For the Opposite Party/s : Mr.Uday Pratap Singh, APP

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJIV ROY
ORAL ORDER

2 20-02-2024 Heard the parties.

2. The petitioner is apprehending arrest in connection
with Patna Cyber P.S. Case No. 109 of 2023 instituted under
Sections 379, 406, 420 of the Indian Penal Code lodged on
17.9.2023 by the informant,Roushan Kumar.

3. As per the prosecution story, the informant alleged
that the petitioner who was working with the State Bank of
India, Sampatchak, Patna took his account number demanded
the photograph as also the photo copy of the front and back of
the Credit Card and thereafter, asked for the OTP. Later, the
Bank informed him that shopping worth Rs. 99,817/- has been
made. When he tried to contact this petitioner, she initially did

not pick up the phone but later accepted her guilt and assured
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that she will return the amount to the Bank. However, as she
failed, the FIR.

4. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits the
informant has wrongly made allegation, purchase may have
been made by him because the OTP comes to his number.

5. Learned APP on the other hand submits from the
FIR, it is clear that firstly the petitioner took the photo copy of
the documents and later demanded OTP from which she made
purchase of Rs. 99,817/-.

6. Considering the allegation that has come against
the petitioner, she does not deserve anticipatory bail which is

accordingly rejected.

(Rajiv Roy, J)



