IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.76234 of 2023

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-494 Year-2021 Thana- MUZAFFARPUR SADAR District-
Muzaffarpur

1. SHASHI BHUSHAN PRASAD @ SHASHI S/o LATE JAGAT NARAYAN
VERMA Resident of Indra Nagar, Bank Colony Atardarh, P.O. - Ramna, P.S.
- Sadar, Distt. - Muzaffarpur (Bihar)

2. ARUN SINGH @ ARUN KUMAR SINGH Son of Late Sakaldeo Singh R/o
vill - Nargi Jagdish, P.O. - Kolhwara, P.S. - Saraiya, Distt. - Muzaffarpur
(Bihar)

...... Petitioner/s
Versus

1. THE STATE OF BIHAR

2. Avinash Kumar Son of Vinod Kumar Tiwari Assistant Legal Manager (Emp
id - 902711) a authorized representative of Bajaj Finance Limited, registered
office Mumbai Pune Road, Aakudi, Pune 411035 Maharashtra, India,
Regional office at 1st floor, Chanakya Tower, R-Block, Birchandra Patel
Marg, Patna 800001

...... Opposite Party/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mrs. Bela Singh, Advocate
For the Opposite Party/s : Mr. Madhuri Lata, APP

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE PRABHAT KUMAR SINGH
ORAL ORDER

5 03-05-2024 This is the second anticipatory bail application filed
on behalf of the petitioners, earlier the anticipatory bail petition
of the petitioners was rejected by this Court vide order dated
17.07.2023 .

2. Petitioners apprehend their arrest in a case
registered for the offence punishable under sections 406, 420,
467,471 , 468 and 120(B) and other allied sections of the Indian
Penal Code .

3 . As per the prosecution case , this petitioner
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along with other co-accused persons caused loss of Rs. 2 crore
78 lakh by cheating and creating forged and fabricated
documents.

4. Learned counsel for the petitioners submits that
the petitioners are innocent and have falsely been implicated in
this case. Petitioners are neither connected with the company in
question nor they have any concern with the alleged occurrence.
They are monthly paid employee of Service Center of H. Y
motors, which deals Bajaj 3 wheelers Auto rickshaw. Petitioners
claim clean antecedent.

5. Learned counsel for the State oppose the bail
petition and submits that there is direct and specific allegation
against these petitioners that they along with other co-accused
persons cheated the complainant and caused loss of Rs. 2 crore
78 lakh to the company in question by creating forged and
fabricated documents.

6. Considering the facts that these petitioners caused
loss of huge amount and other circumstances of the case, the

anticipatory bail application of the petitioners is rejected.

(Prabhat Kumar Singh, J)



