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IN THE HIGH  COURT OF JHARKHAND AT RANCHI 

  Cr. Revision No. 1551 of 2018     

Anand Kumar Singh      ……        Petitioner 

    Versus 

1. The State of Jharkhand  

2. Priya Singh          ……. Opp. Parties 

    --------- 

CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE SANJAY PRASAD  

    ---------- 

For the Petitioner : Mr. Jitesh Kumar, Advocate 

For the State  : Mrs. Vandana Bharti, APP  

For the O.P. No.2 : Mr. Anil Kumar Keshri, Advocate 

    -----------     

18/Dated:06
th

 May, 2026  

The petitioner-Anand Kumar Singh and O.P. No.2-Priya 

Singh are present in Chamber pursuant to order dated 

29.04.2026 passed by this Court. 

2. This Court has interacted with the petitioner and O.P. No.2 

in person. The father of the O.P. No.2-Sri Kameshwar Singh is 

also present in Chamber.  

3. Mr. Jitesh Kumar, learned counsel for the petitioner, Mrs. 

Vandana Bharti, learned APP for the State and Mr. Anil Kumar 

Keshri, learned counsel for the O.P. No.2 are also present. 

4. The O.P. No.2-wife has pointed out that suggestion was 

given before the learned Trial Court i.e., Principal Judge, Family 

Court, Dhanbad for settlement of case on payment of a sum of 

Rs.80,00,000/- (Rs.Eighty Lakhs) and also for returning of 

jewelleries. However, if petitioner pays even Rs.60,00,000/- 

(Rs.Sixty Lakhs) and jewelleries to her then the O.P. No.2-wife 

is ready for one time settlement. 

5. It reveals from the order dated 29.04.2026 that petitioner 

had also offered Rs.10,00,000/- (Rs.Ten Lakhs) for  one time 

settlement and today learned counsel for the petitioner submitted 

that petitioner is also ready to pay reasonable amount. 
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6. The learned APP has produced Memo No.3865/L.S dated 

04.09.2023 sent by the Senior Superintendent of Police, East 

Singhbhum, Jamshedpur by enclosing the Memo No.1916/2023 

dated 03.09.2023 sent by the Police Inspector-cum-Officer In-

charge, Parsudih Police Station, Jamshedpur by which the 

details of the property of the petitioner has been shown, as 

follows:- 

^^¼1-½ijlqMhg Fkkuk vUrxZr cdqy jksM esa djhc 12 fMlfey tehu esa 

nkseaftyk edku cuk gqvk gS] ftlds xzkm.M ¶yksj esa nks csM:e] ,d gkWy] 

ysfVªu ckFk:e ,oa iwtk ?kj rFkk izFke rYyk ij rhu csM :e ysfVªu ckFk:e 

,oa iwtk ?kj rFkk gkWy vofLFkr gS] mlds ihNs esa dqN [kkyh tehu gSA edku 

,oa [kkyh tehu dk dher djhc 01 djksM+ :i;kA 

¼2-½iSr`d̀ lEifÙk %& xzke& fcjeiqj] Fkkuk& dksyoj] ftyk& Hkkstiqj] fcgkj esa 

c¡Vokjk ds ckn djhc vk/kk fc?kk tehu gksus dh ckr crk;h x;hA 

¼3-½?kj esa yxs miyC/k lkeku %& 

i.iqjkuk ydM+k dk lksQk] dher djhc 10]000 :i;k [kjhnnkjh ds le; 

ii.lSelax dEiuh dk iqjkuk ,y0 lh0 Mh0 50 bap dk] dher djhc 48]000 

:i;k [kjhnnkjh ds le; 

iii.,y0 th0 dEiuh dk iqjkuk Qzht ekWMy 2009] dher djhc 12]000 :i;k 

[kjhnnkjh ds le; 

iv.,y0 th0 dEiuh dk iqjkuk okf”kax e”khu ekWMy 2018] dher djhc 8]000 

:i;k [kjhnnkjh ds le; 

v.HkksyVkl dEiuh dk iqjkuk ,0 lh0 ekWMy 2019] nksuks dk dher djhc 

70]000 :i;k [kjhnnkjh ds le; 

vi.ydM+h dk Mk;fuax Vscqy ekWMy 2014] dher djhc 12]000 :i;k 

[kjhnnkjh ds le; 

vii.ydM+h dk iyax 02] dher djhc 70]000 :i;k [kjhnnkjh ds le; 

viii.yksgs dk iyax 01] dher djhc 8]000 :i;k [kjhnnkjh ds le; 

ix.yksgs dk xksnjst 02] dher djhc 10]000 :i;kk [kjhnnkjh ds le; 

x.cqysV eksVjlkbZfdy ts0 ,p0 05 ,0 ,Dl0 3416] dher djhc 88]000 

:i;k [kjhnnkjh ds le; 

xi.cysuks ek:rh lqtqdh dkj MsYVk ekWMy 2016 ts0 ,p0 22 lh 9495 dher 

djhc 6]50]000 :i;k [kjhnnkjh ds le;** 

 

  



3 
 

7. However, the O.P. No.2-wife and her father have further 

submitted that the house of the petitioner is approx Rs.20 Crores 

and the petitioner has also got six acres of land in his native 

place at Aurangabad District in the State of Bihar also and the 

father of the petitioner is a retired Train Ticket Examiner and is 

having a double storied house at Jamshedpur.  

8. This Court has also offered as to whether the both side can 

live together or not and although the petitioner-husband has 

submitted that he is ready for one time settlement or also ready 

to live with the O.P. No.2. However, the O.P. No.2-wife has 

submitted that it is not possible to live with the petitioner for the 

various reasons and also for the acts of mental torture and 

assault upon her. 

9. Under the circumstances, the compromise is not possible 

in this case. 

10. Today it has been informed that petitioner has paid 

Rs.50,000/- (Rs.Fifty Thousand) to the O.P. No.2 in the 

presence of her counsel, Mr. Anil Kumar Keshri, which is 

admitted by the O.P. No.2 also. 

11. It has been informed that even there is an arrears of 

Rs.2,32,000/- (Rs.Two Lakhs Thirty Two Thousand) towards 

arrears of maintenance amount. 

12. Both the parties are directed to file affidavit with regard to 

their assets and liabilities in terms of the judgment passed in the 

case of  Rajneesh Vs. Neha reported in (2021) 2 SCC 324 and 

serve a copy of the same upon each other.  

13. In the meantime, it will be open to the parties to explore 

the possibility of settlement, if any, otherwise the case will be 

heard on its merit in the Court on the next date fixed in this case. 

14. Put up this case on 17.06.2026. 

15. Call for the scanned copy of the Trial Court Record. 
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16. Personal appearance of the petitioner and the O.P. No.2 is 

dispensed with for the present. 

17. In the meantime, the O.P. No.2 should allow the petitioner 

to meet with his daughter in the next week on school holidays at 

proper place for half an hour to one hour, subject to convenience 

of both the sides. 

18. However, the petitioner is cautioned not to indulge in any 

wrong activity on seeing her daughter. 

19. Learned APP is also directed to get ascertained the 

properties of the petitioner and his parents through Senior 

Superintendent of Police, Jamshedpur as well as in the district of 

Aurangabad in the State of Bihar. 

20. Let a copy of this order be handed over the learned APP 

for the needful.   

               (Sanjay Prasad, J.)   

Dated: 06.05.2026  

Saket/- 

 


