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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.87546 of 2024

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-329 Year-2024 Thana- JOKIHAT District- Araria

Mohammad Muntazir Alam @ Md Muntazir Alam Son of Mohammad Wasik
Resident of Village- Matiyari, P.S.- Jokihat, Distt.- Araria

...... Petitioner/s
Versus

The State of Bihar
Ankur Jayshwal son of Santosh Kumar Jayshwal Village- Radha Rani sinha

road, Ps- Kotwali dist- Bhagalpur Presently Zonal manager of Indian Bank,
Zonal Officer, Bhagalpur

...... Opposite Party/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Md. Ziaul Quamar, Advocate
For the State : Mr. Jai Narain Thakur, APP
For the Resp. Bank : Mr. Ajit Kumar Sinha, Advocate

Ms. Minu Kumari, Advocate
Ms. Dilkash Khan, Advocate
Mr. Pravin Kumar, Advocate

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE NAWNEET KUMAR
PANDEY
ORAL ORDER

Heard learned counsel for the petitioner, learned counsel
for the respondent Bank and learned APP for the State.

2. The petitioner is apprehending his arrest in Jokihat P.S.
Case No. 329 of 2024 registered under Sections 420, 409 of the
IPC.

3. As per the prosecution story, the petitioner is said to
have transferred Rs. 1,40,110/- (one lakh forty thousand one
hundred and ten rupees) from 14 account holders after using ID
of the Bank Manager.

4. Learned counsel for the petitioner has submitted that the
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petitioner is innocent and has falsely been implicated in the
present case. He has further submitted that the petitioner is a
part-time sweeper in the bank and he has returned the money in
the account of the account holders of the Bank except the two
account holders.

5. Learned APP, Mr. J.N. Thakur has opposed the prayer
for anticipatory bail by submitting that the petitioner, accessing
the computer of the Bank, transferred the aforesaid amount from
the account holders to his own account. He has further
submitted that some of the account holders, from whose account
the money was withdrawn, were dead.

6. Considering the aforesaid facts and circumstances, the
petitioner does not deserve the privilege of anticipatory bail.

Accordingly, the bail application is rejected.

(Nawneet Kumar Pandey, J)



