
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA

CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.55380 of 2025

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-3444 Year-2021 Thana- GOPALGANJ COMPLAINT CASE
District- Gopalganj

======================================================
Sheshnath Prasad Son of Late Thakur Prasad village- Mauza Mohalla, Mishan
Road Dahiyawa,  Chandradeep School  ke Samne,  Ps-  Chhapra Town Dist-
Saran

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar 

2. Aditi Gupta Wife of Shashank Raj village- Mauza Mohalla, Mishan Road
Dahiyawa, Chandradeep School ke Samne, Ps- Chhapra Town Dist- Saran
Presently  Residing  at  Mohalla-Hajiyapur  Kaithwaliya,  Ward  no.  8,
Gopalganj, Ps- Gopalganj, Dist- Gopalganj

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Vyas Kumar Mishra
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr. Sunil Kumar Pandey
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KUMAR SINHA

ORAL ORDER

2 27-08-2025 1.  Heard  learned  Counsel  for  the  petitioner  and

learned Additional Public Prosecutor for the State.

2. This application, for grant of anticipatory bail,

arises  out  of  Complaint  Case  No.  3444  of  2021,  disclosing

offences under Sections 323, 498(A) of the Indian Penal Code.

3. As per the prosecution case,  the complainant’s

marriage with the petitioner was solemnized on 21.06.2018, in

which about Rs. 19 lakhs were spent by her side, including cash

transfers,  jewellery,  and  other  expenses.  The  accused  no.  1

(husband),  a  Senior  Officer  in  ICICI  Bank,  Hyderabad,
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allegedly demanded an additional Rs. 10 lakhs, and upon non-

fulfilment, the complainant was subjected to cruelty and assault.

It  is  further  alleged  that  due  to  such  harassment,  her  father

passed  away,  and  despite  reconciliation  efforts,  she  was

ultimately ousted from her matrimonial home on 11.01.2021.

4. Learned Counsel for the petitioner submits that

the petitioner, being the father-in-law of the complainant,  has

falsely been implicated in the present case and there is no direct

allegation against him. He next submits that the petitioner’s son

had instituted Matrimonial (RCR) Case No. 59 of 2021 under

Section 9 of the Hindu Marriage Act prior to the filing of the

present  complaint,  wherein  the  complainant  has  been  taking

adjournments for filing written statement. The complainant has

also filed Maintenance Case No. 2 of 2022, wherein in cross-

examination, she denied to reside with the petitioner’s son, and

thereafter a joint petition for dissolution of marriage was filed

with her consent. 

5.  Having  regard  to  the  submissions  made  on

behalf of the parties and taking into consideration the fact that

petitioner is father-in-law of the complainant, I am inclined to

grant the petitioner privilege of anticipatory bail.

6. This application is, accordingly, allowed.
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7. Let the petitioner, above named, in the event of

his  arrest  or  surrender  before  the  Court  below  within  four

weeks,  be  released  on  bail  on  furnishing  bail  bond  of  Rs.

10,000/-  (ten  thousand)  with two sureties  of  the like  amount

each to the satisfaction of learned Judicial Magistrate, 1st Class,

Gopalganj,  in  connection  with  Complaint  Case  No.  3444  of

2021, subject to the condition laid down under Section 438 (2)

of the Code of Criminal Procedure/Section 482(2) of the BNSS,

2023.    
    

HarshPandey/-
(Anil Kumar Sinha, J)
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