
                 IN THE COURT OF SESSIONS JUDGE, PATNA
              Criminal Revision No. 395 of 2025

                 Priyanka Kumari, D/o Sri Shyam Kumar Singh
                                         R/o:- House No. K89, P.C. Colony, Hanuman Nagar,
                                         Kankarbagh, P.S.- Patrakar Nagar, District- Patna

                                              …….........Petitioner
         Versus

                                 1.   The State of Bihar
                                 2.   Anvita Anand, W/o Vishal Kumar
                                       R/o:- House No.328, Navneet Colony, Hanuman Nagar,
                                       Kankarbagh, P.S.- Patrakar Nagar, District- Patna

            ...............   Opposite Parties

Counsel for the Petitioner       :- Sri Ranjeet Kumar, Advocate
Counsel for the State       :-Sri Vijay  Kumar Sinha, I/c P.P.

 O R D E R
          05.07.2025

1. The instant criminal revision application has been preferred on behalf of

Priyanka Kumari, arraying the State of Bihar as Opposite Party No. 1 and

the complainant in Complaint Case No. 491(C)/2023, namely Ms. Anvita

Anand, as Opposite Party No. 2. The petitioner seeks to assail the order

dated  24.05.2023  passed  by the  Court  of  Ms.  Tanvi  Tejaswita,  learned

Judicial Magistrate, 1st Class, Patna, whereby a prima facie case has been

found to exist for offences punishable under Sections 323, 504, and 506 of

the Indian Penal Code against the petitioner as well as co-accused persons

—namely,  Shyam  Kumar  Singh,  Chandan  Kumar,  Tituraj  Tufani,  and

Pooja Kumari.

2. Heard the learned counsel appearing for the petitioner and the learned In-

charge  Public  Prosecutor  representing  the  State,  and  perused  the

documents annexed to the present criminal revision application.

3. At  the  very  outset,  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  submits  that  the

impugned order dated 24.05.2023, whereby a prima facie case has been

found against the petitioner,  notably,  the petitioner  is  a serving Judicial

Officer against whom processes could not have been validly issued without
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obtaining  prior  sanction  from  the  competent  authority.  It  is  further

submitted that, by order dated 03.06.2025, a bailable warrant of arrest has

also been issued against the petitioner. 

4. In  view  of  the  submissions  advanced  by  the  learned  counsel  for  the

petitioner, the operation of the order dated 03.06.2025, whereby a bailable

warrant  of  arrest  has  been  issued  against  the  petitioner,  shall  remain

stayed. Further proceedings in Complaint Case No. 491(C)/2023 shall also

remain stayed until further orders. 

5. Let the records of the Trial Court be requisitioned.

6. Re-list this matter on 19.07.2025.                  

         (Dictated)
                                                                                             
                                                                                                  Sd/-
                                                                                         (Rupesh Deo)

 Sessions Judge, Patna
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