
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.35463 of 2024

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-43 Year-2023 Thana- MAHILA P.S. District- Lakhisarai 
======================================================
Deji Kumari D/o Bindeshwari Prasad Yadav R/o vill - Garhibishanpur, P.S. -
Lakhisarai, Distt. - Lakhisarai

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

The State of Bihar 

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mrs.Ranjana Srivastava, Advocate 
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr.Abhay Kumar Roy, APP
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ARUN KUMAR JHA

ORAL ORDER

3 18-09-2024 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned

APP for the State.

2.  In  the  present  case,  the  petitioner  is

apprehending her arrest in connection with Lakhisarai P.S. Case

No. 43 of 2023, registered on 16.05.2023 for the offences under

Sections 193, 468, 469, 471 of the Indian Penal Code.   

  3. As per prosecution case, the allegation against

the  petitioner  is  that  she  produced  forged  medical  certificate

regarding her  abortion before  the  learned court  in  Lakhisarai

which ordered for an enquiry to verify the veracity of certificate

and the same were found to be forged and fabricated. 

      4. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that

the petitioner is innocent and has falsely been implicated in this

case. The petitioner has not filed any forged document in the
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concerned court. The petitioner was treated by a private doctor

and papers of her treatment have been annexed in the present

petition. The petitioner has been implicated in this case due to

the reason that the petitioner got instituted Mahila P.S. Case No.

30 of  2022 against  her husband. The petitioner is a lady and

seeks sympathetic consideration of the court. 

   5. Learned APP vehemently opposes the submission

made on behalf of the petitioner. Learned APP submits that the

petitioner has produced a forged certificate before a court of law

and does not deserve any sympathy.   

      6. Having regard to the facts and circumstances, I

do not think it  is  a fit  case for grant of anticipatory bail  and

hence,  the  prayer  for  anticipatory  bail  of  the  petitioner  is

rejected.   
    

  DKS/-

(Arun Kumar Jha, J)
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