
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Criminal Miscellaneous No.22074 of 2017 

 

 Arising Out of PS.Case No. -1137 Year- 2014 Thana -MADHUBANI COMPLAINT CASE District- 

MADHUBANI 

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

Md. Tanweer Alam @ Tanweer Alam Son of Md. Nurul Hoda, Resident of 
Village- Balha, P.S. Bisfi, District- Madhubani. 

....   ....    Petitioner 
Versus 

1. The State of Bihar.   

2. Sagufta Parveen @ Sanobar W/o Tanweer Alam, D/o Md. Samjjuma, 
Resident of Village- Balha West, P.S.- Bisfi, District- Madhubani at present 

Resident of Village- Mokarmpur, P.S.- Sakri, District- Madhubani. 
....   ....  Opposite Party 

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

Appearance : 
For the Petitioner/s         :      Mr. Ratanakar Jha 

For the Opposite Party/s    :   Smt Indu Kumari Srivastava 
====================================================== 

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJEEV RANJAN PRASAD 
ORAL ORDER 

 

2. 12-10-2018 It seems to be a totally frivolous application by 

making false statement in the very first paragraph of the 

application where the petitioner has stated that by order 

dated 01.10.2016 and 19.10.2016 learned Judicial Magistrate 

has framed charges against the petitioner under Section 

498A of the Indian Penal Code. The order dated 01.10.2016 

simply records as under: - “As per DJs order no. 185 dated 

19.09.16 case record has been transferred from the court of 

Sri R.K. Rajak, J.M. 1
st
 Class, Benipatti next date fixed 

30.03.2017.” There is no order on record for framing of 

charge in the present case. 

This application is dismissed.  
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In normal circumstance, the court could have 

imposed heavy cost against the petitioner, but considering 

that he has filed this case on wrong advice the court is 

restraining itself of imposing such cost. 

 

 

Rajeev/- 
                   (Rajeev Ranjan Prasad, J) 

 
U  T  

 

 


