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  I.A. No. 9814 of 2025 

  Heard the learned counsel for the respective parties. 

  This application has been preferred by the appellant for grant 

of bail to her during the pendency of this appeal. 

  The appellant has been convicted for the offences under 

sections 326, 307 and 302 of the IPC and has been sentenced to undergo 

RI for life along with a fine of Rs.10,000/- for the offence under section 

302 of the IPC. 

  It has been alleged that the appellant had thrown boiling water 

upon her husband which subsequently resulted in his death. 

  Submission has been advanced by the learned counsel for the 

appellant that the death had occurred almost 10 days after the incident. It 

has been submitted that though it has been alleged that boiling water 

was thrown upon the deceased  but the post-mortem report reveals that 

the injuries which have been suffered by the deceased were caused by 

flame burn. 

  Learned A.P.P. has opposed the prayer for bail of the appellant 

and has referred to the evidence of the informant who has been 

examined as PW-1 as well as the evidence of PW-2 who claims himself to 

be an eye-witness to the incident. 

  Since it appears from the post-mortem report that the basic 

allegation of throwing boiling water upon the deceased by the appellant 

seems to have been contradicted as the cause of death has been opined to 

be on account of septicemia due to the flame burn injuries suffered by 

the deceased, we are inclined to admit the appellant on bail. 



Accordingly, during the pendency of this appeal, the appellant is 

directed to be released on bail on furnishing bail bond of Rs. 10,000/- 

(Rs. Ten Thousand) with two sureties of the like amount each to the 

satisfaction of learned Additional Sessions Judge-VI-cum-Spl. Judge 

CAW, Hazaribag in Sessions Trial No. 06/2023. 

  I.A. stands disposed of.  

 

          (RONGON MUKHOPADHYAY, J.) 
 

       (PRADEEP KUMAR SRIVASTAVA, J.) 
Dated: 17.09.2025 

 S.B.  
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