IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.119 of 2020

Arising out of PS. Case No.-298 Year-2019 Thana- KHARHAGPUR District- Munger

Sanjay Kumar Singh, Son of Lal Mohan Singh, Resident of Village - Kaithi,
P.S.- Kharagpur, Distt.- Munger.

...... Petitioner/s
Versus
The State of Bihar
...... Opposite Party/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Ajit Kumar Singh, Advocate
For the State : Mr. Satyadeo Singh Yadav, APP

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE P. B. BAJANTHRI
ORAL ORDER

3 03-11-2021 Heard learned counsel for the parties.

In the instant petition, the petitioner has prayed for
anticipatory bail in connection with Kharagpur P.S. Case No.
298 of 2019 punishable for the offences under Sections 498A/34
of the Indian Penal Code pending before the Additional Chief
Judicial Magistrate-1V, Munger.

It is accusation to know that the petitioner has not
revealed the date of marriage in support of grant of anticipatory
bail for the offences punishable under Section 498A/34 of the
Indian Penal Code. Therefore, the petitioner has not made out a
case so as to grant anticipatory bail in support of the offences
under Section 498A/34 of the Indian Penal Code. It is one of the
serious offences in the society. The Apex Court judgment in the

case of Nathu Singh vs. the State of Uttar Pradesh reported in
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(2021) 6 SCC 64 has taken note of identical matter that the
Courts shall not grant interim protection under Section 438 of
Cr.P.C.

In the light the case of Nathu Singh (supra), the
petitioner has not made out a case to grant anticipatory bail.
Accordingly, the petition stands dismissed reserving liberty to

the petitioner to approach for bail before the jurisdictional court.

(P. B. Bajanthri, J)



