
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.61803 of 2017

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-2985 Year-2016 Thana- PATNA COMPLAINT CASE District-
Patna

======================================================
1. Ram Shankar Singh son of Late Geeta Singh. 

2. Sudha Singh, Wife  of Sri  Ram Shankar  Singh, Both resident  of  Village-
Machha, P.O. Ulao, P.S. Sinhaul, District- Begusarai.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar 

2. Anamika, wife of Atul Kumar and daughter of Sri Anil Kumar and resident
of Mohalla- Indira Nagar, Road No. 6, Postal Park, P.S. Jakkanpur, District
Patna.

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Amitabh Sohan
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr. Brajendra Nath Pandey

 Mr. Nagmani Kumar
 Ms. Arya Alpna

======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SATYAVRAT VERMA

ORAL ORDER

4 07-07-2022 Heard  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioners,  learned

counsel for the informant and learned APP for the State.   

The  present  application  has  been  filed  seeking

quashing of the order dated 29.03.2017 passed by the learned

S.D.J.M., Patna in Complaint Case No.2985(c) of 2016 whereby

the  cognizance  under  Section  498A of  the  I.P.C.  read  with

Section 4 of the Dowry Prohibition Act has been taken.

The learned counsel for the petitioners are the father-

in-law  and  mother-in-law  of  the  complainant.  It  is  next

submitted that the parties have compromised and as such, the
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complainant is not interest in pursuing the aforesaid Complaint

Case  No.2985(c)  of  2016.  The  learned  counsel  for  the

petitioners in support of the submission, produces the settlement

deed (kept on record) dated 01.06.2022 entered into between the

opposite party no.2 and her husband. 

The  learned  counsel  for  the  complainant  does  not

dispute  the  submission  made  by  the  learned  counsel  for  the

petitioners and submits that he has no objection in the event, if

the present application is allowed.

In  view  of  the  submission  made  by  the  learned

counsel for the petitioners, the order dated 29.03.2017 passed by

the learned S.D.J.M., Patna in Complaint Case No.2985(c) of

2016, whereby the cognizance has been taken under Sections

498A of  the  I.P.C.  and Section  4  of  the  D.  P.  Act  is  hereby

quashed.
    

vikash/-

(Satyavrat Verma, J)
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