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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Criminal Miscellaneous N0.18178 of 2017

Arising Out of PS.Case No. -8 Year- 2017 Thana -NOORSARAI District- NALANDA
(BIHARSHARIFF)

Munna Singh @ Dhrub Narain Singh son of Bhushan Singh, Resident of
Village - Mahmadpur, Barshima, P.S. - Ekangarsarai, District - Nalanda.

........ Petitioner
Versus
The State of Bihar
........ Opposite Party
Appearance :
For the Petitioner : Mr. Mritunjay Prasad Singh, Advocate.
For the Opposite Party : Mr. Harendra Prasad, APP.

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE PRABHAT KUMAR JHA
ORAL ORDER

Heard both sides.

The petitioner apprehends his arrest in Noorsarai P.S.
Case No. 8 of 2017 registered for the offences punishable under
Sections 304(B), 204 and 34 of the Indian Penal Code.

The informant filed the complaint case on the basis of
which the present FIR was registered. The informant made
allegation that her daughter was married to the petitioner in the
year 2012 but she was subjected to all sorts of torture by her
husband and other in-laws due to non-fulfiliment of demand of
additional dowry. The informant narrated the story that how her
daughter was subjected to torture. The informant further alleged
that on 16.09.2016, her daughter was burnt to death and her dead

body was hurriedly cremated.
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Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the
petitioner is the husband of the deceased. The petitioner is
working in a company in Gujarat. On information, the petitioner
came to his house to participate in shradh ceremony of his wife.
The informant and her other family members also participated in
shradh ceremony of the deceased. Later on a false case has been
lodged but, it appears that the informant made specific allegation
that the petitioner and other burnt her daughter to death. No post-
mortem was held on the dead body of the deceased. The
prescriptions attached with the bail petition do not show that the
victim was suffering from any fatal disease.

Considering the facts aforesaid, I am not inclined to
enlarge the petitioner above named on anticipatory bail.

Accordingly, the same is rejected.

(Prabhat Kumar Jha, J.)




