
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.41934 of 2019

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-78 Year-2019 Thana- MANIHARI District- Katihar
======================================================
SONU KUMAR SINGH Son of Sri Ram Bachan Singh Resident of Village -
Manihari Hat, P.S.- Manihari, District - Katihar

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. THE STATE OF BIHAR 

2. Kiran Devi Wife of Sonu Kumar SinghD/O Ram Chandra Singh Resident of
Village - Rani Bagan Amdabad, Post and P.S.- Amdabad, District- Katihar

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Ratnakar Ambastha
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr.Shailendra Kumar
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE VINOD KUMAR SINHA

ORAL ORDER

4 27-09-2019 Petitioner  seeks  bail  in  anticipation  of  his  arrest  in

connection with Manihari P.S. Case No. 78 of 2019 registered

for the offences punishable under Sections 498A, 323, 379 of

the Indian Penal Code and Sections 3/4 of Dowry Prohibition

Act.

Petitioner  happens  to  be  husband  of  opposite  party

No.2  and  allegation  is  that  petitioner  and  others  demanded

motorcycle and Rs.1 lac from the complainant/informant and for

that she was tortured by them and a Panchayati was held but the

matter could not be pacified and she was ousted from the house.

Submission  of  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  is

that after filing of divorce case by the petitioner the present case
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has been lodged and he is not ready to keep her. On the other

hand, learned counsel for opposite party No.2 has submitted that

she is ready to reside with the petitioner but petitioner does not

want to keep her and moreover no expense has been given to

her.

 Heard learned APP also.

In  view  of  above  facts  and  circumstances,  let

petitioner appear and on condition that he has to pay Rs.3000/-

per month to opposite party No.2 for her expenses till any order

is  passed  by  the  Family  Court  either  in  divorce  case  or  in

maintenance  case  to  be  filed  by  opposite  party  No.2,  the

provisional bail granted to him by order dated 9.7.2019 shall be

confirmed.  It  is  made clear  that  if  petitioner  fails  to  pay the

above  amount  continuously  for  three  months,  his  bail  bonds

shall be cancelled.

This application is, accordingly, allowed.

    

spal/-
(Vinod Kumar Sinha, J)
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