
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.28209 of 2020

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-5 Year-2019 Thana- LADAIYATAR District- Munger
======================================================

1. SADHU MANJHI S/o Sarjug Manjhi 

2. Dharmesh Manjhi S/o Sadhu Manjhi 

3. Mukhtar Manjhi S/o Sarjug Manjhi 

4. Ram Bilash Manjhi S/o Mukhtar Manjhi 

5. Jiban Manjhi S/o Mukhtar Manjhi
All  Resident of Sabiya Gopalichak, P.S.- Laraiya Tanr, District- Munger.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

The State of Bihar 

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Anurag Saurav, Advocate 
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr. Sanjay Kumar Singh, APP
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE S. KUMAR

ORAL ORDER

3 18-03-2021               Heard learned counsel for the parties.

Petitioners  seek  bail  in  a  case   registered  for  the

offence punishable under Sections 147, 148, 149, 302, 201, 342,

506   of  the  Indian  Penal  Code  and  Section  ¾  of  Daiyan

Prohibition Act. 

Allegation  against  the  petitioners  is  of  killing

Kapoorva Devi and Permila Devi calling them as Daiyan and

buried their dead body beside Pathli River. 

Earlier also, petitioners  had moved this Court for grant

of regular bail which was rejected vide Annexue 1 with liberty

to the petitioners  to renew their  prayer for bail after completing
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one year in jail custody. 

Vide  order  dated  03.02.2021,  report  was  called  for

from the court concerned as with regard to the stage of trial and

time likely to be taken in concluding the trial. 

Report of  the trial  court has been received,  which is

kept  at  Flag R,  in  which,  it  has been stated that  prosecution

evidence has now been closed and the statement of the accused

persons have been recorded under Section 313 of Cr.P.C.  and it

has been further stated that judgment is  likely to be delivered

within this month itself. 

In view of the above, considering the aforesaid facts

and circumstances of the case,  I am not inclined to enlarge the

petitioners on bail. Hence, the prayer for bail of the petitioners

is hereby rejected. 
    

Sanjay/-

(S. Kumar, J)
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