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02-07-2019

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No0.40492 of 2019

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-13 Year-2019 Thana- MAHILA P.S. District- Banka

AKHILESH KUMAR SINGH @ AKHILESH KUMAR MANDAL @
AKHILESH KUMAR Son of Bindeshwari Mandal Resident of Village-
Udadih, P.S.- Sultanganj, District- Bhagalpur.

Rinku Sinha @ Rinku Devi Wife of Akhilesh Kumar Singh @ Akhilesh
Kumar Mandal Resident of Village- Udadih, P.S.- Sultanganj, District-
Bhagalpur.

Amitesh Kumar Sinha @ Amritesh Kumar Son of Akhilesh Kumar Singh @
Akhilesh Kumar Mandal Resident of Village- Udadih, P.S.- Sultanganj,
District- Bhagalpur.

Nitu Sinha @ Nitu Kumari @ Rintu Wife of Sanjay Kumar Singh Resident
of Village- Mirpur, P.S.- Bariyarpur, District- Munger.

Sanjay Kumar Singh @ Sanjay Kumar Son of Barjkishor Mandal Resident
of Village- Mirpur, P.S.- Bariyarpur, District- Munger.

...... Petitioners.
Versus

THE STATE OF BIHAR

Alpana Kumari Wife of Rajnish Kumar Raman Resident of Village-
Karhariya, P.S.- Bath, District- Bhagalpur, at present daughter of Anandi
Prasad, Resident of Karnpur, P.S.- Shambhuganj, District- Banka.

...... Opposite Parties.

Appearance :

For the Petitioners : Mr. Anshul Kumar, Advocate.
For the State : Mr. Sunil Kumar Pandey, A.P.P.
For the opposite party no.2: Mr. Samir Kumar, Advocate.

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJENDRA KUMAR
MISHRA
ORAL ORDER

Heard learned counsel for the petitioners and the learned
A.P.P. for the State as also the learned counsel for the opposite party
no.2.

The petitioners apprehend their arrest in connection with
Mahila P.S. Case No.13 of 2019 registered under Sections 498A, 341

and 323/34 of the Indian Penal Code besides Sections 3/4 of the
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Dowry Prohibition Act.

The accusation is of torturing the opposite party no.2 by
her husband and other in-laws for non-fulfillment of the dowry
demand and also removing the opposite party no.2 from the
matrimonial house by snatching her personal belongings.

Learned counsel for the petitioners submits that the
petitioner nos.1 and 5 are brothers-in-law (Nandosis), petitioner
nos.2 and 4 are married sisters-in-law (Nanads) and the petitioner
no.3, the son of the petitioner nos.1 and 2, is the nephew (Bhagina)
of the opposite party no.2 and they have falsely been implicated in
this case. The petitioners have no criminal antecedents.

Having considered the facts and the circumstances of the
case, let the petitioners, above named, in the event of their arrest or
surrender by them within six weeks from today, be enlarged on bail
on their furnishing bail bond of Rs.10,000/-(Rupees Ten Thousand)
each with two sureties of the like amount each to the satisfaction of
the Chief Judicial Magistrate, Banka, in connection with Mahila P.S.

Case No.13 of 2019, subject to the conditions laid down under

Section 438(2) Cr.P.C.

(Rajendra Kumar Mishra, J)



