IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.54387 of 2025

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-1255 Year-2023 Thana- SAMASTIPUR COMPLAINT CASE
District- Samastipur

Manoj Pandit S/o Bhojendra Pandit R/O Village- Chaksikander, PS- Bidupur,
Distt-Vaishali

...... Petitioner/s
Versus

1.  The State of Bihar

2. Punam Devi D/o Late Bajrangi Pandit R/O Vill.- Ramaya Bhadaiya, P.S.-
Mohiuddin Nagar, Dist.- Samastipur (Bihar)

...... Opposite Party/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr.Krishna Prasad Singh, Sr. Advocate
Mr.Amit Kumar, Adv.
For the Opposite Party/s : Mr.Sucheta Yadav, APP

Mr.Amit Kumar, Adv.

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SATYAVRAT VERMA
ORAL ORDER

4 23-09-2025 1. Heard learned Senior Counsel for the petitioner Mr.
Krishna Prasad Singh assisted by learned counsel Mr. Amit
Kumar, learned A.P.P. for the State Mr. Sucheta Yadav and
learned counsel for the O.P. No.2 Mr. Amit Kumar.

2. The petitioner apprehends his arrest in a case registered
for the offences punishable under Sections 323, 341, 498(A) of
the IPC.

3. Learned Senior Counsel for the petitioners submits that
petitioner is a person with clean antecedent and the informant
alleges that the petitioner was married to the complainant on

22.05.2022, and it is alleged that after marriage all the accused
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persons started assaulting the informant on account of non-
fulfillment of demand of dowry of Pulsar motorcycle. The
learned Senior Counsel submits that petitioner has been falsely
implicated in the instant case by the complainant. It is next
submitted that from perusal of the allegation as alleged in the
complaint, it would manifest that the allegation of demand of
dowry and torture is general and omnibus in nature. It is
asserted and submitted that though it is alleged that petitioner
and his family members assaulted the complainant but then it is
the petitioner and his family members who have been ousted
from their own home and they are staying on rent while the
complainant is staying in the house of the petitioner.

4. The learned counsel appearing on behalf of the O.P.
No.2 opposes anticipatory bail application but then is not in a
position to rebut the submissions of the learned Senior Counsel
for the petitioner that petitioner along with his family members
1s staying on rent while the complainant is staying in the house
of the petitioner and his family members.

5. Considering the submissions made on behalf of the
petitioner, the petitioner, above-named, in the event of his arrest
or surrender before the learned trial court within a period of six

weeks from today, be released on anticipatory bail on furnishing
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bail bonds of Rs. 10,000/- (Rupees Ten Thousand) with two
sureties of the like amount each to the satisfaction of the learned
trial court where the case is pending/successor court in
connection with Complaint Case No. 1255 of 2023, subject to
the conditions as laid down under Section 482 (2) of BNSS.

6. Accordingly, the instant anticipatory bail

application stands allowed.

(Satyavrat Verma, J)
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