
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Criminal Miscellaneous No.20879 of 2017 

 Arising Out of PS.Case No. -2822 Year- 2014 Thana -MUZFFARPUR COMPLAINT CASE 

District- MUZAFFARPUR 

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

1. Nathuni Mahto Son of Late Jogindra Mahto.  

2. Kamli Devi, Wife of Nathuni Mahto. Both are Resident of Village- 

Fatehpur, P.O.- Damodarpur, P.S.- Kanti, District- Muzaffarpur. 

....   ....    Petitioners 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar.   

2. Phul Kumari, Wife of Pintu Kumar and Daughter of Jainandan Mahto, 

Resident of Mohalla- Purani Gudari, Sauchalaya Lali, P.S.- Sadar, 

District- Muzaffarpur. 

....   ....  Opposite Parties 

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

Appearance : 

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

For the Opposite Party/s      :     Smt. Indu Bala Pandey, APP 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ARUN KUMAR 

ORAL ORDER 

 

2 13-06-2017 Heard learned counsel for the petitioners and the 

learned APP appearing on behalf of the State. 

Petitioners apprehend their arrest in connection with 

Complaint Case No.2822 of 2014, giving rise to Trial No.2179 of 

2016, registered under Sections 498(A), 323 and 379/34 of the 

Indian Penal Code as well as Section 3/4 of the Dowry Prohibition 

Act. 

Allegation in brief is that the informant was married 

with one Pintu Kumar, son of the petitioners. It is alleged that after 

marriage, she was harassed and tortured for further demand of 

dowry and ousted from the matrimonial home, before that forcibly 

her LTI was taken on a divorce petition. 
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Learned counsel for the petitioners submits that the 

petitioners are father-in-law and mother-in-law and the allegation 

against them are general and omnibus and the learned Sessions 

Judge has observed that the allegation is not serious against them 

but in spite of that the anticipatory bail was rejected and these two 

petitioners have no criminal antecedent. 

Having considered the said facts and circumstances, 

in the event of arrest/surrender within four weeks from the date of 

receipt of this order to the concerned court, let the petitioners, 

above named, be released on bail on furnishing bail bond of 

Rs.10,000/- (ten thousand) each with two sureties of the like 

amount each to the satisfaction of the learned Sub-divisional 

Judicial Magistrate (East), Muzaffarpur, in connection with 

Complaint Case No. 2822 of 2014, giving rise to Trial No.2179 of 

2016, subject to the conditions as laid down under Section 438(2) 

Cr.P.C. 

 
 

S.Kumar/- 

(Arun Kumar, J. 

 
U  T  

 


