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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 
+  BAIL APPLN. 1397/2019 
 SUDHIR KUMAR     ..... Petitioner 

Through: Mr. Avnish Rana & Ms. 
Poonam Rana, Advocates 

 
    versus 
 
 STATE      ..... Respondent 
    Through: Mr. Raghuvinder Verma, APP  
 
    WITH 
 

BAIL APPLN. 1398/2019 
 SNEH LATA@ PAPPY    ..... Petitioner 

Through:  Mr. Avnish Rana & Ms. 
Poonam Rana, Advocates 

 
    versus 
 
 STATE      ..... Respondent 
    Through: Mr. Raghuvinder Verma, APP   
 CORAM: 

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE CHANDER SHEKHAR 

   O R D E R 

%   29.07.2019 

 

1. These are the applications on behalf of the petitioners 

under Section 438 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973 for 

grant of anticipatory bail. 

2. Learned counsel for the petitioners submitted that the 

petitioner in Bail Appn. No.1398/2019, Sneh Lata @ Pappy, is 

the sister-in-law of the deceased, whereas the petitioner in Bail 

Appn. No.1397/2019, Sudhir Kumar is the husband of Sneh 



Lata @ Pappy. Learned counsel for the petitioners further 

submitted that this Court, vide order dated 12.6.2019, granted 

interim bail to the petitioners till today. Learned counsel for the 

petitioners further submitted that the husband of the deceased 

has already been granted anticipatory bail by the Sessions Court 

vide order dated 3.5.2019 and that order has not been 

challenged by the State so far.  

3. Learned APP submitted that the State has already filed 

the status report. Learned APP, on the query of the Court, 

further submitted that the petitioners have joined the 

investigation and are co-operating. 

4. Hence, taking into consideration the aforesaid facts, I 

deem it appropriate to allow the anticipatory bail applications 

and in case of their arrest, the petitioners shall be released on 

bail, subject to their furnishing personal bonds in the sum of 

Rs.25,000/- each, with one surety each of the like amount to the 

satisfaction of the IO/SHO and further subject to the conditions 

that the petitioners shall neither prejudice the prosecution nor 

shall tamper with the evidence and also shall not influence the 

witnesses in any manner. In case any complaint is received 

against the petitioners, the State may move an application and 

Court may pass appropriate orders. 

5. The anticipatory bail applications are disposed of in the 

above terms. 

     CHANDER SHEKHAR, J 

JULY 29, 2019/tp 


