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HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR RAJASTHAN 
BENCH AT JAIPUR

S.B. Criminal Miscellaneous Bail Application No. 4015/2026

Vikram Yadav S/o Shri Rameshwar, Aged About 36 Years, R/o

Plot  No.  1,  Dhani  Karni  Sagar,  Chimanpura,  Tehsil  Shahpura,

District Jaipur Rural (Rajasthan).

----Petitioner

Versus

State of Rajasthan, through PP

----Respondent

For Petitioner(s) : Mr. Manish Kumar Sharma
Ms. Ashmita Agarwal

For Respondent(s) : Mr. Vijay Singh Yadav, PP

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE GANESH RAM MEENA

Order

24/04/2026

1. This  anticipatory  bail  application  is  filed  by  the  accused

petitioner  u/S  482  BNSS in  connection  with  FIR  No.  100/2024

registered  at  Police  Station  Bapcha,  District  Baran  for  offences

punishable u/S 8/20 of the NDPS Act and Section 420, 406, 467,

468, 471 & 120-B IPC.

2. Heard  and  considered  the  submissions  made  by  learned

counsel  for  the  accused  petitioner  as  well  as  learned  Public

Prosecutor and also perused the case diary.

3. The allegation against the accused petitioner is that he in

controversy  with  some other  persons,  by  preparing  the  forged

documents of a vehicle (truck) had sold the vehicle registered in

the name of Suresh Yadav and Rs.14,00,000/- were transferred in

the bank account of the present accused petitioner which were

later on transferred to some other account. 
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4. Learned counsel for the accused petitioner is not in a position

to controvert the fact that Rs.14,00,000/- were transferred in the

bank account of the petitioner and he is also not able to explain

why the amount has been transferred in the bank account of the

accused petitioner. 

5. The  fact  on  record  that  Rs.14,00,000/-  have  been

transferred  in  the  bank account  of  the  accused  petitioner  with

regard to sale of the truck clearly speaks the connectivity of the

accused petitioner with the alleged offence. Hence this Court is

not  inclined  to  extend  the  benefit  of  anticipatory  bail  to  the

accused-petitioner.

6. Accordingly, the anticipatory bail application is dismissed.

(GANESH RAM MEENA),J

Gaurav Srivastava /79
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