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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Criminal Miscellaneous N0.9037 of 2017

Avrising Out of PS.Case No. -34 Year- 2016 Thana -NAWADA MUFFASIL District- NAWADA

1. Bhola Singh Son of Late Shiwan Singh
2. Sumitra Devi Wife of Bhola Singh, Both resident of Village- Neya, P.S.-
Muffasil, District- Nawada.

........ Petitioners
Versus
The State of Bihar
........ Opposite Party
Appearance :
For the Petitioners : Mr. Birendra Kumar, Advocate.
For the Opposite Party : Mr. Rajendra Singh Shastriji, APP.

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE PRABHAT KUMAR JHA
ORAL ORDER

Heard both sides.

The petitioners apprehend their arrest in Muffasil P.S.
Case No. 34 of 2016 registered for the offences punishable under
Sections 307, 498A and other Sections of the Indian Penal Code
and under Sections 3/4 of the Dowry Prohibition Act.

The informant alleged that Priti Kumari was married
with Bharat Singh, son of the petitioners, in the year 2013 but her
husband and other in-laws subjected her to physical and mental
torture due to additional demand of dowry. The informant got
information that on 04.03.2016, the accused persons burnt his
niece after sprinkling kerosene oil.

Learned counsel for the petitioners submits that the

petitioners are father-in-law and mother-in-law of the deceased.
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The deceased died during course of treatment. Her husband also
got injuries when he tried to save his wife. During course of
treatment, the victim made her statement in hospital situated in
Kankarbagh, Patna that she accidentally got fire but, on perusal of
the case diary it appears that the informant and other witnesses
have stated that the victim was subjected to torture due to non-
fulfillment of demand of additional dowry and she died of burn
injuries. The victim was also treated in Sadar Hospital but her
statement was not recorded. The victim got 75 percent burn
injuries.

Considering the nature of allegations, 1 am not inclined
to enlarge the petitioners above named on anticipatory bail.

Accordingly, the same is rejected.

(Prabhat Kumar Jha, J.)




