
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.2737 of 2019

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-178 Year-2018 Thana- BELA District- Sitamarhi
======================================================

1. Harendra Patel @ Harendra Kumar Patel @ Pachhu, son of  Nawal Patel

2. Nawal Patel, son of  Bisheshwar Patel Vill-Bhagwatipur

3. Maangti Devi, wife of  Nawal Patel 

4. Birendra Kumar @ Birendra Patel @ Chhotu, son of  Nawal Patel

All are residents of  Village-Bhagwatipur, P.S-Bela, Distt.-Sitamarhi.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

The State Of Bihar

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Arun Kumar, Advocate
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr.Pancha Nand Pandit, A.P.P.
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SHIVAJI PANDEY

ORAL ORDER

5 05-04-2019 It appears that the prayer for bail of petitioner nos.1

and 3 has already been rejected vide order dated 22.01.2019.

Heard learned counsel for the petitioner nos. 2 and 4

and learned counsel for the State.  

In this case, the petitioner nos. 2 and 4 are seeking

anticipatory bail in connection with Bela P.S. Case No. 178 of

2018, registered for the offence punishable under Sections 304

(B), 201/34 of the Indian Penal Code. 

Allegation  has  been  made  that  the  marriage  of  the

sister of the informant was solemnized with the petitioner no.1,

namely, Harendra Patel three years ago and out of that wedlock,
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two  children  were  born.  Thereafter,  all  the  accused  persons

demanded  dowry  and  due  to  non-fulfillment  of  demand  of

dowry, she had been killed and they tried to disappear her dead

body, but the police recovered the dead body of the victim from

the side of the river, however, it appears from the case diary that

the witnesses have seen the accused persons taking away the

dead body of the deceased and the body was found by the side

of the river.

Looking to the nature of allegation,  this Court is

not inclined to grant bail to the petitioner nos. 2 and 4.

 Accordingly, their prayer for bail is rejected. 

However,  if  the  petitioner  nos.  2  and  4  surrender

before the Court below within four weeks from today and pray

for regular bail, the Court below will consider the same and pass

appropriate order without being influenced by the order of this

Court.    
    

V.K.Pandey/-
(Shivaji Pandey, J)
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