
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Criminal Miscellaneous No.46282 of 2016 

 

 Arising Out of PS.Case No. -79 Year- 2003 Thana -HARSIDHI District- 

EASTCHAMPARAN(MOTIHARI) 

====================================================== 

1. Surat Ram    

2. Mohan Ram   

3. Rampravesh Ram All are sons of Late Dharam Ram Resident of village - 

Aahirgama, P.S. Harshidhi, District - East Champaran. 

 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar.   

2. America Paswan Son of Late Teenkauri Paswan R/o village - Majuraha, 

P.S. Turkauria, District - East Champaran. 

 

....   ....  Opposite Party/s 

====================================================== 

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s         :      Mr. Arbind Kumar Sharma 

For the Opposite Party/s      :  Smt. Suman Kumari Singh 

====================================================== 

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE PRABHAT KUMAR 

JHA 

ORAL ORDER 

 

3 15-12-2016 Heard both sides.   

The petitioners apprehend their arrest in Harsidhi 

P.S. case   No. 79 of 2003 under Section 304B, 120B and 201 of 

the Indian Penal Code.   

The informant alleged that he married his daughter, 

Savita with Chandra Kishore Paswan, son of Ram Bilas Paswan of 

village Ahirganwa but his daughter was poisoned to death by her 

husband, other family members and the petitioners and her dead 

body was cremated. 

The learned counsel for the petitioners submits that 

petitioners are not the family members of Chandra Kishore 
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Paswan. They have no manner of concern with the family affairs 

of the husband of the deceased. The police after investigation 

submitted charge sheet under Section 302, 120B, 34 of the IPC but 

from perusal of the records, it appears that the case is of the year 

2003. The petitioners are named in the FIR but the petitioners 

moved before this court for grant of anticipatory bail after 13 years 

of the occurrence although charge sheet was submitted in the year 

2004 itself. 

On this ground alone that petitioners have 

approached this court for grant of anticipatory bail after 13 years 

of the occurrence, I am not inclined to enlarge the petitioners on 

anticipatory bail. Accordingly, the same is rejected. 

 

 
 

 

BKS/- 

(Prabhat Kumar Jha, J) 

 

 
U  T  

 


