
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 

Criminal Miscellaneous No.22443 of 2017 
 

 Arising Out of PS.Case No. -171 Year- 2016 Thana -BRAHMPUR District- BUXAR 

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

Chandra Kumar Tiwari, son of Late Lakkhi Narayan Tiwari, resident of 

Village- Gosainpur, Police Station- Shahpur and District- Bhojpur. 

 

....   ....    Petitioner 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar.   

2. Sushil Kumar Ojha @ Sushil Kr. Ojha, son of Sarwan Kumar Ojha, 

resident of Village- Nimej, P.S.- Brahampur, District- Buxar. 

 

....   ....  Opposite Parties 

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

Appearance : 
For the Petitioner                :      Mr. Siya Ram Shahi and Mr. Ashutosh 

                                                   Kumar Vinayak, Advocates. 

For the State                         :     Mr. Sri Umeshnand Pandit, A.P.P.  

For the O.P. No. 2                :     Mr. Anil Kumar Roy, Advocate.  

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SUDHIR SINGH 
ORAL ORDER 

 

4 11-10-2017                     Heard learned counsel for the petitioner, learned 

A.P.P. for the State and learned counsel for the opposite party no. 

2. 

                    The present application has been filed, on behalf of 

the petitioner who is the father of the victim, for cancellation of 

anticipatory bail of opposite party no. 2, granted on 13.01.2017 in 

connection with Brahmpur P.S. Case No. 171 of 2016 instituted 

for the offence under Sections 341, 323, 498(A)/34 of the IPC and 

¾ of the D. P. Act, on the ground that the victim/daughter of the 

petitioner is not residing with the opposite party no. 2.  

                     It is submitted by learned counsel for the petitioner 
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that the victim was residing with opposite party no. 2 but due to 

unusual act made by the opposite party no. 2, the daughter of the 

petitioner was compelled to leave the house of opposite party no. 

2. 

                      The petitioner, his daughter and opposite party no. 2 

are present in the Court. It has mutually been agreed between the 

parties that the daughter of the petitioner and opposite party no. 2 

will stay together. 

                        Considering the aforesaid facts and circumstances 

and stand taken by the parties, the present application stands 

dismissed. 

  

 

U.K./- (Sudhir Singh, J) 
U  T  

 


