
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.13591 of 2024

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-604 Year-2022 Thana- DANAPUR District- Patna
======================================================
Tinku Kumar Son of Sheo Singh R/o Mohalla- Abdullahchak, P.O.- Bariya,
P.S.- Gopalpur, District- Patna

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

The State of Bihar 

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Sadanand Goswami, Advocate 
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr. Brajendra Nath Pandey, APP
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJIV ROY

ORAL ORDER

2 12-03-
2024

  Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned

APP for the State.

2. The  petitioner apprehends his arrest  in connection

with  Danapur  P.S.  Case  No.  604  of  2022  registered  under

Sections 420, 406 and 34 of the Indian Penal Code  lodged on

29.06.2022 by the informant, Amola Devi. 

3. As per the prosecution story, the informant, a lady,

alleged that the accused persons took the hard earned money to

the tune of Rs. 72,50,000/-  but failed to execute the sale deed.

Accordingly, the FIR.

4. Though, the learned counsel for the petitioner tried

to impress upon this Court that the matter is  civil in nature, a

bare perusal of the FIR would show that with the intention to

cheat,  as the accused persons in complete knowledge that the
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informant  has  sold  some  land  in  her  village,  approached  and

lured her to make payments for a piece of land through regular

payments  of Rs. 15 lakh, 10 lakhs, 20 lakhs and other payments

totalling  Rs.  72,50,000/-   she  was  taken  asked  on  the  day

(26.03.2022)  to  come  to  registry  office,  she  kept  waiting  for

them at  Danapur  Registry  office  but  as  they had intention to

cheat from the beginning itself,  chose not to present themselves

there. In that background, this Court does not deem it  fit  and

proper  to  extend  anticipatory  bail  to  a  person  when  the

informant’s hard earned money amounting to Rs. 72,50,000/- has

been siphoned off by way of cheating. 

5. The Cr. Misc. No. 13591 of 2024 stands rejected. 
    

Jagdish/-
(Rajiv Roy, J)
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