
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Criminal Miscellaneous No.22588 of 2017 

 

 Arising Out of PS.Case No. -84 Year- 2016 Thana -MAHILA PS District- JAMUI 

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

1. Sakina Khatoon, wife of Late Karu Miyan,  

2. Jibrail Ansari @ Jibrail Mian, son of Late Karu Miyan,  

3. Manjur Alam @ Manjur Mian, son of Late Karu Miyan,  

4. Sakina Khatoon, wife of Jibrail Ansari,  

5. Rubeda Khatoon, wife of Manjoor Alam, All are resident of Village 

Kataharatar, Police Station- Sono, District- Jamui. 

 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar.   

2. Ruksana Khatoon, wife of Mansoor Ansari, resident of Village- 

Kathartar, Police Station Sono, District- Jamui, at present residing at 

Village- Sono, P.S.- Sono, District- Jamui. 

 

....   ....  Opposite Party/s 

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s              :     Mr. Pankaj Kumar Sinha, Advocate 

For the Opposite Party/s      :     Smt. Anita Kumari, Advocate 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE S. KUMAR 
ORAL ORDER 

 

2 01-06-2017 Heard learned counsel for the petitioners and the 

State.   

Petitioners are apprehending their arrest in Jamui 

Mahila P.S. Case no. 84 of 2016 for the offences registered under 

Sections 323, 341 and 498A/34 of the Indian Penal Code.   

It is alleged that petitioners demanded dowry of Rs. 1 

lac from the informant and due to non-fulfilment of the same she 

was assaulted and as a result she miscarried her pregnancy. 

Ultimately her parents took her to their home.  

It has been contended on behalf of the petitioners that 
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all the petitioners have got no criminal antecedent.  Petitioner no. 

1 is mother-in-law, petitioners no. 2 and 3 are elder brothers-in-

law and petitioners no. 4 and 5 are elder sisters-in-law of the 

informant.  They are separate in mess and property from the 

husband of the informant.  Petitioners have falsely been implicated 

in the present case.  The allegation of miscarriage is false and 

there is no injury report in this regard.     

                    Considering the facts and circumstances of the present 

case, let petitioners, above named, in the event of arrest or 

surrender within a period of four weeks from the date of 

receipt/production of a copy of this order, be enlarged 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 

SDJM, Jamui, in Jamui Mahila P.S. Case no. 84 of 2016, subject 

to the conditions as laid down under Section 438(2) of the Code of 

Criminal Procedure.    

 

 

 

sudip/- 

(S. Kumar, J) 
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