
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Criminal Miscellaneous No.42226 of 2014 

 

 Arising Out of PS.Case No. -3296 Year- 2012 Thana -MUZFFARPUR COMPLAINT CASE 

District- MUZAFFARPUR 

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

Gani Haider Ansari son of late Kasim Ansari, resident of Mohalla- 

Dumduma, P.S.- Laheriasarai, District- Darbhanga. 

 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar.   

2. Rajia Sultana @ Naaj Parveen wife of Sri Gani Haider and daughter of 

Saukat Ali resident of Mohalla Dumduma, P.S.-Laheriasarai, District- 

Darbhanga at present residing in Mohalla Data Kambalsah Mazar, P.S.- 

Muzaffarpur Town, District- Muzaffarpur. 

 

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

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s             :     Mr. Nilesh Kumar, Advocate 

For the Opposite Party/s     :     Mr. Ram Anurag Singh, APP 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ASHWANI KUMAR 

SINGH 

ORAL ORDER 

 

4 23-07-2015 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned 

counsel for the State. 

Despite valid service of notice, opposite party no.2 has 

chosen not to appear before the Court. 

The petitioner seeks anticipatory bail in connection with 

Complaint Case No.3296 of 2012 in which cognizance has been 

taken for the offences punishable under section 498-A of the 

Indian Penal Code and section 4 of the Dowry Prohibition Act.  

 It is contended that there is no truth behind the 

allegations made in the FIR and the complainant has instituted the 

case due to matrimonial discord and incompatibility. He has 
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submitted that despite efforts made by the petitioner, the 

complainant has refused to live in the matrimonial home. 

On the other hand, learned counsel for the State has 

opposed the prayer for bail. He has submitted that there is 

allegation that the petitioner and others subjected the complainant 

to cruelty for non-fulfillment of demand of dowry. 

Be that as it may, regard being had to the facts and 

circumstances of the case, the provisional anticipatory bail granted 

to the petitioner by this Court vide order dated 20
th
 March, 2015, 

is hereby confirmed.  

 

 
 

 

Md.S./- 

(Ashwani Kumar Singh, J) 
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