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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Criminal Miscellaneous No.68246 of 2018

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-81 Year-2018 Thana- RIVILGANI District- Saran

Yuvraj Singh @ Tinku, son of Dhanji Singh,

Pinky Kumari, Daughter of Dhanji Singh,

Saroj Devi, Wife of Dhanji Singh,

All resident of Village- Nayaka Barka Baiju Tola, P.S.- Rivilganj, District-
Saran at Chapra.

...... Petitioners
Versus
1. The State Of Bihar
2. Mamta Singh @ Anuska, w/o Arvind Kr. Singh, D/o Mithilesh Kr. Singh, at
present R/o House No. C/823, Near Shiv Mandir, Prabhunath Nagar, P.S.
Chapra Muffassil, District Saran at Chapra

...... Opposite Parties
Appearance :
For the Petitioners : Mr. Dewendra Narayan Singh, Advocate
For the State : APP
For Opposite Party No. 2: Mr. Narendra Kumar, Advocate

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE VIKASH JAIN
ORAL ORDER

Heard learned counsel for the petitioners and learned APP
for the State.

2. The petitioners apprehend their arrest for the offences
alleged under Sections 498(A), 313, 34 of the Indian Penal Code and
Sections 3/4 of the Dowry Prohibition Act registered in connection
with Rivilganj P.S. Case No. 81 of 2018.

3. It is submitted that the petitioners have been falsely
implicated merely because they happen to be variously related to the
husband of the informant. It is submitted that accusations are general
and omnibus in nature against the accused persons and no specific
accusation has been made against the present petitioners. The
petitioners claim clean antecedents.

4. Learned counsel for opposite party no. 2 appears upon
notice and points out from the first information report that as a matter

of fact, the allegation of assault on 06.02.2018 has specifically been
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made against the husband, mother-in-law and Nanad of the
informant. Specific allegation has been made to the effect that on
08.02.2018 the husband, mother-in-law and Nanad of the informant
have kicked her in the stomach by reason of which caused her
abortion. Yet again specific accusation has been made against the
mother-in-law and Nanad (petitioner nos. 2 and 3) with regard to
assault on 25.02.2018 attempting to strangulate her.

5. Having regard to the nature of accusations and gravity
of offence alleged, this Court is not inclined to grant anticipatory bail

to the petitioners. The anticipatory bail petition stands dismissed.

BT/Chandran (Vikash Jain, J)
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