
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Criminal Miscellaneous No.6977 of 2016 

 

 Arising Out of PS. Case No. -207 Year- 2015 Thana -BEGUSARAI MUFFASIL District- 

BEGUSARAI 

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

Rajeev Sharma, Son of Sagar Sharma, resident of Village - Shahpur,  Police 

Station - Muffasil in the district of Begusarai.  

....   ....    Petitioner 

Versus 

The State of Bihar   

....   ....  Opposite Party 

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner         :      Mr. Raj Kumar, Advocate  

For the Opposite Party :      APP 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE VIKASH JAIN 

ORAL ORDER 

 

3 11-04-2016 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned 

APP for the State. 

2. The petitioner apprehends his arrest for the offences 

alleged under Sections 304B, 201 and 34 of the Indian Penal Code 

registered in connection with Mufassil P.S. Case No. 207 of 2015.  

3.  It is submitted that the petitioner being husband of 

the deceased has been falsely implicated as ingredients of offence 

under Section 304B of the Indian Penal Code are not attracted 

considering that the marriage itself had been solemnized more 

than seven years prior to the alleged occurrence. Other members 

of the petitioner’s family have been granted anticipatory bail by a 

coordinate Bench of this Court in Cr. Misc. No. 55149 of 2015.  

4. Learned APP for the State, on the other hand, 

opposes the anticipatory bail of the petitioner submitting that there 
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is specific accusation of demand of dowry of Rs. 30,000/- soon 

before the alleged occurrence. Learned APP further refers to 

paragraph 101 of the case diary to submit that the petitioner has 

been absconding and processes have been issued under Sections 

82 and 83 of the Code of Criminal Procedure.  

5.  Having regard to the nature of accusations and 

gravity of offence alleged, this Court is not inclined to grant 

anticipatory bail to the petitioner. Bail petition stands dismissed. 

 

 
 

 

B.T/- 

                                                               (Vikash Jain, J) 
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