
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.1496 of 2022

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-756 Year-2020 Thana- BHOJPUR COMPLAINT CASE
District- Bhojpur

======================================================
Pramod Kumar Singh Son Of Late  Suryadev Singh Resident  Of Village  -
Hetampur, P.S.- Tiyar, Distt.- Bhojpur.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State Of Bihar 

2. Mamta Devi @ Amrita Devi W/o Pramod Kumar Singh Resident of Village
-  Hetampur,  P.S.-  Tiyar,  Distt.-  Bhojpur.  At  Present  reside  at  Mohalla  -
Krishna Nagar, P.s.- Ara Nawada, Distt.- Bhojpur.

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Anil Kumar
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr.Asha Kumari
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SUNIL KUMAR PANWAR

ORAL ORDER

4 30-08-2022 Heard  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner,

complainant and learned APP for the State. 

The petitioner is  apprehending his arrest in a

complaint case wherein cognizance has been taken for

the  offences  punishable  under  Sections  341,  323,

498(A) of the Indian Penal Code.

It is a case of cruelty due to none-fulfillment of

dowry demand.   

It  is  submitted  by  learned  counsel  for  the

petitioner that petitioner has falsely been implicated in



Patna High Court CR. MISC. No.1496 of 2022(4) dt.30-08-2022
2/2 

this case. In fact, the complainant is a quarrelsome lady

and she has made false allegation against the petitioner.

The petitioner, in the changed circumstance, is not ready

to keep the complainant  as  wife  with  full  dignity  and

honour.  The  petitioner  also  denies  to  make  any

maintenance to the complainant.  

In  contra, learned counsel appearing on behalf

of  the  complainant  has  submitted  that  complainant  is

ready to live with the petitioner but it is the petitioner

who is not willing to keep the complainant as wife with

full dignity and honour.  

In the facts and circumstance of the case, this

Court is not inclined to grant privilege of anticipatory bail

to the petitioner. 

The prayer for grant of anticipatory bail to the

petitioner stands rejected.
    

Shageer/-                                                    (Sunil Kumar Panwar, J)
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