
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Criminal Miscellaneous No.52624 of 2018 

 

 Arising Out of PS.Case No. -2131 Year- 2012 Thana -BEGUSARAI COMPLAINT CASE District- 
BEGUSARAI 

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

1. Pankaj Kumar, aged about 37 years, Son of Batau Paswan R/o M.I.G. 
Hanuman Nagar, Pakki S.P.Singh, P.S. Patrakar Nagar, District- Patna. 
 

....   ....    Petitioner 
Versus 

1. The State of Bihar.   
2. Rinku Devi, aged about 30 years, Wife of Pankaj Kumar R/o Birpur, P.S. 
Birpur, District- Begusarai. 

 
....   ....  Opposite Parties 

====================================================== 
Appearance : 
For the Petitioner/s         :      Mr. Anil Kumar 

For the Opposite Party/s      :     Mr. Sri Shailendra Kumar Singh 
====================================================== 

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE PRABHAT KUMAR 

JHA 
ORAL ORDER 

 

2 26-09-2018 Heard both sides. 

The petitioner apprehends his arrest in Complaint Case 

No.2131/2012, registered under Sections 498A and other Sections 

of the Indian Penal Code and Section 4 of D.P. Act. 

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the 

prayer for anticipatory bail of the petitioner was earlier rejected 

vide order dated 20.02.2015 passed in Cr. Misc. No.32806 of 2014 

but the petitioner did not surrender in the court. Now the case has 

been compromised. The marriage has already been dissolved by a 

decree of divorce. Thus, petitioner may be enlarged on 

anticipatory bail but it appears from the fact itself that the prayer 
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for anticipatory bail of the petitioner was rejected on 20.02.2015 

but the petitioner did not surrender in the court for more than three 

and half years. The case is of the year 2012. This fact itself shows 

that the petitioner got scant respect of the order of the court and he 

is evading his appearance in the court for the last six years.   

Considering the facts aforesaid, I am not inclined to 

enlarge the petitioner on anticipatory bail. Accordingly, the same 

is once again rejected.  

 

 
 
Amit/-  

(Prabhat Kumar Jha, J) 
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