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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Criminal Miscellaneous No.32693 of 2016 

 

 Arising Out of PS.Case No. -264 Year- 2013 Thana -MAJHAHGARH District- GOPALGANJ 

====================================================== 

Ajit Thakur son of Rajballam Thakur resident of Village-Lalla Ke 

Mahamadpur, P.S.- Barauli, Distt- Gopalganj. 

....   ....    Petitioner 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar   

2. Raman Devi @ Ruman Devi wife of Ajit Thakur, daughter of Sri 

Krishna Thakur resident of Village Lala ke Mohamadpur, P.S.- Barauli, 

District- Gopalganj, presently reside village- Baishali, P.S.- Majhagadh, 

District- Gopalganj. 

....   ....  Opposite Parties 

====================================================== 

Appearance: 

For the Petitioner           :      Mr. Anirudh Kumar Verma, Advocate 

For the Opposite Parties      :     APP 

====================================================== 

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE VIKASH JAIN 

ORAL ORDER 

 

2 14-09-2016 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned 

APP for the State. 

 2. The petitioner has renewed his prayer for 

anticipatory bail in connection with Majhagrah P.S. Case No. 264 of 

2013/GR No. 3886 of 2013, for the offences alleged under Sections 

498A, 323, 406  read with Section 34 of the Indian Penal Code and 

Sections 3 and 4 of the D.P. Act.  

3. It appears that the petitioner was granted provisional 

anticipatory bail by order dated 24.07.2015 in Criminal 

Miscellaneous No. 27495 of 2015, but despite orders dated 

09.03.2016 and 31.03.2016 he failed  to appear personally before 

this Court and consequently the provisional bail granted to the 

petitioner  stood vacated in terms of order  dated 04.05.2016. 

4. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that in a 

subsequent development, the parties have compromised their 

disputes. 

5. Having heard learned counsel for the petitioner, this 
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Court is not inclined to grant the privilege of anticipatory bail to the 

petitioner.  The anticipatory bail petition stands dismissed.   

 

 

 
 

 

Chandran/BT 

(Vikash Jain, J) 
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