
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.31163 of 2026

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-6 Year-2026 Thana- NAANPUR District- Sitamarhi
======================================================
Samiullah Rabbani @ Md. Samiullah Rabbani S/o Md. Sarfaraz Ahamad R/o
Khuriya Raypur, P.S. - Nanapur, Dist. - Sitamadhi.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar 

2. Ghazala Khatoon D/o Md. Laal Babu R/o Village - Kauriya Raipur Ward no.
3, Post - Raipur, P.S. - Nanpur, Dist. - Sitamadhi.

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Manoj Kumar Manoj, Adv.
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr.Surendra Prasad Singh, APP

 Mr.Mahendra Thakur, Adv.for OP-2
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE PRABHAT KUMAR SINGH

ORAL ORDER

3 02-07-2026   Heard  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner,  learned

A.P.P for the State

2.  The  petitioner  apprehends  his  arrest  in  a  case,

registered for offence punishable under Sections 126(2), 115(2),

74, 64, 3(5) of the B.N.S.

3.  As per  F.I.R.,  this  petitioner  established  physical

relation with informant on the pretext of marriage and when it

came to knowledge of informant’s family, they asked petitioner

to marry with informant, on which, petitioner became ready, but

his  father  refused  to  marry.  It  is  further  alleged  that  on

01.11.2025, the informant went to the house of petitioner and

asked  for  reason  for  refusal  of  marriage,  petitioner’s  family

members became annoyed and assaulted her.   
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4.  Learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  submits  that

petitioner is quite innocent and has been falsely implicated in

this case due to village politics. As a matter of fact, there was

love  affairs  between  the  parties  and  it  continued  for  several

months.

5.  Learned  counsel  for  opposite  party  no.  2

vehemently opposes the prayer for anticipatory bail and submits

that there is specific and direct allegation against this petitioner

that on false promise of marriage, he continuously established

physical relation with the informant and later, refused to marry.

The victim has supported the allegation made against petitioner,

in her statement recorded under Section 183 of B.N.S.S.  

6. Considering the aforesaid facts and circumstances,

the prayer for anticipatory bail of petitioner is rejected.    
    

anay
                        (Prabhat Kumar Singh, J)
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