
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.30748 of 2025

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-321 Year-2024 Thana- KALYANPUR District- East Champaran
======================================================
Santosh Kumar Mahto @ Santosh Kumar S/o Ramjanam Mahato R/o Vill -
Parshurampur, P.S. - Pipra, Distt.- East Champaran

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar 

2. A.D.G.P., Vigilance Department, Patna Bihar

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Rahul Singh, Advocate
For the Vigilance :  Mr. Anil Singh, Advocate
For the Stsate :  Mr. Ajay Mishra, APP
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE DR. ANSHUMAN

ORAL ORDER

2 15-05-2025   Heard learned counsel for the petitioner, learned APP

for the State and learned counsel for the Vigilance.

2. The petitioner is apprehending arrest in connection

with Kalyanpur P.S. Case No. 321 of 2024, dated 01.10.2024,

lodged  under  Section  420,  467,  468,  471  and  120(B)  of  the

Indian Penal Code.

3. As per the prosecution,  the allegation against  the

petitioner  is  that  he has  obtained service  by virtue of  forged

certificate.

4. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the

petitioner is innocent and has committed no offence. He submits

that the petitioner has already been terminated from service and

counsel submits that the series of persons have been granted bail
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by Co-ordinate Bench of this Court vide order dated 08.05.2025

passed  in  Cr.  Misc.  No.  994  of  2025,  vide order  dated

11.02.2025 in Cr. Misc. No. 90176 of 2024 and vide order dated

18.03.2025 passed in Cr. Misc. No. 385 of 2025.

5.  Learned  counsel  for  the  Vigilance  opposes  the

prayer for bail of the petitioner and submits that in the aforesaid

cases, where petitioners were granted bail have been rejected by

the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Special Leave to Appeal

(Crl.) No. 6560 of 2024.

6. In this view of the matter, this Court is not inclined

to  grant  bail  to  the  petitioner. Accordingly,  the  prayer  for

anticipatory bail of the petitioner is hereby rejected.
    

Sudhanshu/-
(Dr. Anshuman, J)
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