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06/ 22-07-2015

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Criminal Miscellaneous N0.20895 of 2014

Jayant Bishnu Kumar @ Ranjeet Kumar S/o Sri Prakash Thakur Resident of
Village Kushmaha, P.S. Amarpur, District Banka.
........ Petitioner/s
Versus
1. The State of Bihar.
2. Chitra Kumari @ Sneha Sharma D/o Late Raj Kumar Thakur Resident
of Village Kurthoul, Chanda Chak, Dariyapur, P.O. Kurthoul, P.S.
Parsa, District Patna.
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Appearance :

For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Lalan Kumar

For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr. Indu Bala Pandey (App)

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE DINESH KUMAR
SINGH
ORAL ORDER

The present application has been filed for
modification of order dated 23.11.2011 passed in Cr. Misc. No.
38794 of 2011 for confirmation/extension of the period of
provisional anticipatory bail.

The petitioner being the husband of the
complainant was granted provisional anticipatory bail in
connection with Complainant Case No. 496(C) of 2011 wherein
processes were directed to be issued after cognizance being taken
for the offences punishable under Section 498A of the Indian
Penal Code pending in the court of learned Judicial Magistrate, Ist
Class, Patna.

The provisional anticipatory bail was

granted to the petitioner on readiness of the petitioner to
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keep the complainant as wife with dignity and honour and the
petitioner has not performed second marriage. The provisional bail
was to be confirmed by the learned court below within a period
one year if the matrimonial harmony is substantially restored or if
the complainant deliberately refuses to reside with the petitioner.

It is submitted by learned counsel for the
petitioner that the issue has been settled between the parties
outside the court.

Considering the fact that the period of
provisional anticipatory bail expired on 22.11.2012 and the
present modification application has been filed on 07.05.2014, this
Court is not inclined to entertain the present modification
application.

However, this order will not preclude the
learned court below to consider the prayer for regular bail of the
petitioner.

Accordingly, this modification application is

disposed of.

(Dinesh Kumar Singh, J)




