
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.76367 of 2018

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-359 Year-2015 Thana- EAST CHAMPARAN COMPLAINT
District- East Champaran

======================================================
Munna Sah @ Muna Sah, Son of Bighu Sah @ Bigu Sah, Resident of Village-
Bela, P.S. Ramgadhwa, Disrict-East Champaran.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar 

2. Reena Devi, Wife of Munna Sah @ Muna Sah, Resident of Village-Bela,
P.S. Ramgadhwa, District-East Champaran.

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Vibhakar Kumar
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr. Sri Indra Kumar Singh
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE VINOD KUMAR SINHA

ORAL ORDER

5 02-07-2019 This is an application for grant of anticipatory bail in

connection  with  Trial  No.2372  of  2018,  arising  out  of

Complaint Case No. C-359 of 2015, disclosing offences  under

Sections 498A & 406 of IPC.

Case is under Section 498A of IPC. 

On appearance of the opposite party no. 2, the matter

was  referred  to  the  Patna  High  Court  Mediation  &

Reconciliation Center, vide order dated 28.03.2019. The report

of Mediator is available on record at Flag “A” which disclosed

that the dispute between the parties has been resolved and the

terms  of  settlement  mutually  agreed  upon  them,  which  is

attached  with  the  mediator’s  report.  The  Mediator’s  report
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disclosed that the petitioner is ready to keep her with dignity

and she will also co-operate with same and they will withdraw

their respective cases thereafter. 

Learned  counsel  for  the  opposite  party  no.2  has

submitted  that  in  spite  of  reaching  to  an  agreement,  the

petitioner  is  not  ready  to  take  the  opposite  party  no.2  to  his

house  and  that  shows  the  conduct  of  the  petitioner.  The

allegation is also against the petitioner for demand of dowry and

ousted her from his house and he has an illicit relationship with

another lady.   

Having heard  both  sides,  considering the  allegation

and conduct of the petitioner, I am not inclined to grant privilege

of anticipatory bail to the petitioner. 

With the aforesaid, this application is dismissed.  
    

Sunil Shukla/-
                                   (Vinod Kumar Sinha, J)
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