
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Criminal Miscellaneous No.54191 of 2016 

 

 Arising Out of PS.Case No. -24 Year- 2013 Thana -MEHUS District- SEKHPURA 

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

1. Fulo Devi  W/o Late AjayYadav,  Resident of Village- Lodipur, P.S. 

Mehus, District- Sheikhpura. 

2. Rahul Yadav @ Rahul Rai,  Son of Sadhu Sharan Yadav,  Resident of 

Village- Awadhe, P.S. & District- Sheikhpura. 

 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar.   

 

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

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s         :      Mr. Ram Prasad Singh 

For the Opposite Party/s      :     Mr. Sri Nagendra Prasad 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ARVIND SRIVASTAVA 

ORAL ORDER 

 

3 28-01-2017 Heard learned counsel for the petitioners and 

learned counsel for the State. 

Petitioners apprehend arrest in connection with 

Mehus P.S. Case No. 24 of 2013 registered under Sections- 

302, 201/34 of the Indian Penal Code. 

The informant, who happens to be the present 

petitioner no. 1, alleged that her Bhaisur alongwith other 

accused persons brutally assaulted her husband. It is alleged 

that her husband died and accused took him for the purpose of 

hiding the dead body. 

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that 

petitioners have been falsely implicated in this case. Petitioners 
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have no criminal antecedent. 

Learned Addl. P.P. appearing for the State opposes 

the prayer for bail and submits that from the case diary it 

appears that there was much communication between the 

present petitioners, who are informant and witness to the 

written information. Further, cognizance has been taken under 

section 306, 201/34 of the Indian Penal Code. 

Considering the aforesaid facts and circumstances 

and the submissions of the parties, I do not feel inclined to grant 

the privilege of anticipatory bail to the petitioners. Their prayer 

for anticipatory bail is, accordingly, rejected.  

 

 

 

Manish/- 

(Arvind Srivastava, J) 
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