
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Criminal Miscellaneous No.29115 of 2015 

 

 Arising Out of PS.Case No. -36 Year- 2010 Thana -AURAI District- MUZAFFARPUR 

====================================================== 

Pawan Kumar Thakur, S/o Vijay Thakur, Resident of Village Chahaunta, 

P.S. Aurai, District Muzaffarpur. 

 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

The State of Bihar   

 

....   ....  Opposite Party/s 

====================================================== 

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s             :      Mr. Sanjay Parasmani, Advocate 

For the Opposite Party/s      :     Mr. Veena Kumari Jaiswal (APP) 

====================================================== 

CORAM: HONOURABLE JUSTICE SMT. ANJANA MISHRA 

ORAL ORDER 

 

3 05-10-2015 Heard learned counsel for the petitioners and the 

learned counsel appearing on behalf of the State. 

The petitioner is apprehending his arrest in 

connection with Aurai P.S. Case No.36 of 2010 for allegedly 

having committed the offence under Sections 304B, 328 and 

201/34 of the Indian Penal Code, which is pending in the court 

of the learned Chief Judicial Magistrate, Muzaffarpur.  

The petitioner is the husband of the deceased 

Aradhana Kumari, who died in her matrimonial home. The 

marriage in question had been solemnized on 28.5.2009 and the 

date of occurrence is 14.4.2010 and, therefore, even before the 

lapse of one year, the girl died in her matrimonial home. 

The contention of the petitioner is that the deceased 
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committed suicide as she developed some illicit relation with a 

co-villager and due to the said relation, she became pregnant and 

for the said reason she is said to have remained very nervous. 

Learned counsel further submits that there is no material in the 

case diary to substantiate that it is not a case of suicide. 

However, considering the fact that the petitioner is the 

husband and it is his moral duty to maintain the well-being of 

his wife, I am not inclined to grant anticipatory bail to the 

petitioner. It is, accordingly, rejected. 

 

 

 

               PNM 

(Anjana Mishra, J) 
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