
                                                                                Kanhaiya Jee Choudhary
                            Principal District & Sessions Judge, Purnea

ABP No.- 738/2026 (CIS No. 738/2026)
(Arising out of Jankinagar P.S. Case No. 124/2026)

Kapildev Rishidev & 04 others Vs. State of Bihar
Order dated:- 15.06.2026

THE COURT OF PRINCIPAL DISTRICT & SESSIONS JUDGE, PURNEA   
  Anticipatory Bail Petition No. 738/2026 (CIS No. 738/2026)

  Arising out of Jankinagar P.S. Case No. 124/2026

       IN THE MATTER OF:-
              1. Kapildev Rishidev, age 26 years, S/o Sonelal Rishidev,

             2. Amrita Devi, age 57 years, W/o Sonelal Rishidev, 
                           3. Sonelal Rishidev, age 51 years, S/o Laxman Rishidev,

4. Sanjan Devi, age 23 years, S/o Sonelal Rishidev,
5.  Priyanka Kumari, age 20 years, D/o Sonelal Rishidev,
    All resident of Chandpur, Bhangha, Mahraji Tola, Ward no. 03,

                               P.S. Jankinagar, District Purnea ...………………… Petitioners.                      
Vs.

                            State of Bihar ………………………………...…… O.P. 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Date of order
or proceeding

Order with signature of the court Office action
taken with date

  15.06.2026 1.   This anticipatory bail  petition filed on 08.05.2026, on

behalf of the petitioners, namely, (1) Kapildev Rishidev, (2)

Amrita Devi, (3) Sonelal Rishidev,  (4)  Sanjan Devi and (5)

Priyanka  Kumari,  who  are  apprehending  their  arrest in

connection  with  Jankinagar  P.S.  Case  No.  124/2026

registered for the offence u/s. 126(2), 115(2), 352, 85, 3(5) of

BNS is put up for hearing.

2.   Heard Sri Shaligram Sharma, the learned counsel for the

petitioners  and  Sri  Uday  Keshri,  the  learned  P.P.  I/c

appearing for the State.    

3.  The prosecution case, in brief, is that after the informant

had  lived  well  in  her  in-laws’ house  for  two  years,  her

husband  and  his  family  members  asked  her  to  bring  a

motorcycle from her father as dowry. When the informant

told her husband and in-laws that her father was unable to

provide  the  said  dowry,  she  was  subjected  to  cruelty  by

them. 

4.  The learned counsel for the petitioners has submitted that

the petitioners are innocent. Petitioner no. 1 is the husband,

petitioner no. 2 is the mother-in-law, petitioner no. 3 is the
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father-in-law and petitioner numbers 4 and 5 are sisters-in-

law of the informant and they have been falsely implicated in

this case. Petitioner no. 1 is ready to keep the informant with

him as his wife. So, prayed for anticipatory bail.

     On the other hand, learned P.P. I/c has opposed the prayer

of bail of the petitioners. 

5.  I  have  heard  the  rival  submission  of  both  parties  and

perused  the  case  diary.  There  is  an  allegation  against  the

petitioners of harassing the informant over dowry. Petitioner

no. 1 is the husband and petitioner numbers 2, 3, 4 and 5 are

in-laws of the informant.  The petitioner no.  1 appeared in

court on being called, but the informant did not appear.  The

informant  was  sent  a  notice  by  this  court  on  25.05.2026  to

present her side in the court,  but she did not appear for two

consecutive dates. Even today she did not appear despite she

was given ample opportunity to appear before the court. It has

been submitted by the learned counsel for the petitioners that

the petitioner no. 1 being husband of the informant is ready to

keep  the  informant  with  him as  his  wife.  It  seems  that  the

informant no longer wants to settle down with the petitioner no.

1  nor  does  she  have  any  interest  in  it.  In  addition  to  that

sections mentioned in the F.I.R. are not punishable with more

than seven years of imprisonment, hence, law laid down by

the Hon’ble Supreme Court  in  the case of  Arnesh Kumar

Vrs. State of Bihar (2014)8 SCC 273 and Satyendra Kumar

Antil  Vs.  C.B.I.  is  squarely applicable to  the facts  of this

case. 

6.   In view of the above facts, prayer for anticipatory bail of

the  petitioners,  namely,  Kapildev  Rishidev, Amrita  Devi,

Sonelal  Rishidev,  Sanjan  Devi  and Priyanka  Kumari is

allowed. They in the event of surrender within a fortnight

from the date of receipt of this order before the court below
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or arrest, shall be released on bail on furnishing bail bonds of

Rs.  10,000/-  (Ten thousand)  with  two sureties  of  the  like

amount each, subject to the conditions as laid down u/s. 482

BNSS.

                                          (Dictated & corrected by me)
                                                                 sd/-
                                             (Kanhaiya Jee Choudhary)
                                     Pr. District & Sessions Judge, Purnea.
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