
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.20240 of 2024

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-124 Year-2023 Thana- PATNA COMPLAINT CASE District-
Patna

======================================================
Vikramaditya  Prasad  SON  OF  LATE  RAMASHANKAR  PRASAD
RESIDENT OF VILLAGE- MANI SHANKAR NIWAS, MAJAAR GALI,
SHEIKHPURA  BAGICHA,  B.V.  COLLEGE,  PS-  SHASTRINAGAR,
DISTT- PATNA

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar  

2. SATISH  KUMAR  SON  OF  BALESHWAR  PRASAD  RESIDENT  OF
VILLAGE-  WARD  NO.  20.  NEW  GOSAI  TOLA,  SULTANPUR,  PS-
DANAPUR, DIST- PATNA

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Udbhav Udbhav
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr.Awadhesh Kumar Singh
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAMESH CHAND 
MALVIYA

ORAL ORDER

2 29-04-2024 Heard learned counsel  appearing on behalf

of the parties.

2. The  petitioner  apprehends  his  arrest  in

connection  with  Complaint  Case  No.124C of  2023  in  which

cognizance has been taken under Section 406 and 420  of the

Indian Penal Code.

3. Allegation  against  the  petitioner  to  have

taken Rs.50,70,000/- against  sale of  a piece of  land from the

complaint. 

4. Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the
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petitioner  has  submitted  that petitioner  has  falsely  been

implicated in the present case. It is submitted that any amount

has not been received by this petitioner from the complainant. It

is submitted that the present dispute is purely civil in nature. 

5. Learned  APP  appearing  for  the  State,

opposes the prayer for bail of the petitioner. 

6. In view of the submissions, as made above,

as it appears from perusal of the complaint petition that this is a

case of cheating and criminal breach of trust of Rs.50,70,000/-,

where, in this regard this petitioner has not taken any positive

steps, this Court is not inclined to grant bail to the petitioner.

7. Accordingly,  the  prayer  of  bail  of  the

petitioner is rejected herewith. 
  

S.Katyayan/-
(Ramesh Chand Malviya, J)
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