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IN THE COURT OF SATYA BHUSHAN ARYA, SESSIONS JUDGE, BANKA

Rahul Singh Vs. State
Anticipatory Bail Petition No. 468 of 2026
Date of filing : 02.04.2026
Date of order : 21.04.2026
____________________________________________________________
Rahul Singh son of Sitaram Singh, aged about 35 years, residents of village-
Kamdeopur, P.S.-Amarpur, District-Banka

 ...................... Petitioner
  -Versus-

State of Bihar ……………………..Opposite Party
____________________________________________________________
Present : - Sri Anand Deo Choudhary, Advocate for the Petitioner

Sri Hira Lal Singh, Public Prosecutor for the State
____________________________________________________________

O R D E R
1. Apprehending  arrest  the  petitioners  have  preferred  this  pre-arrest  bail
application who are booked in Amarpur Police Station Case No. 838 of 2025,
for the offence allegedly committed under Sections 126(2), 115(2), 109(1), 74,
303(2), 352, 351(2), 3/5 of BNS.

2. The case of prosecution is engendered upon an application filed by one
Viveka Singh with the allegations that on 19.11.2025, at about 09:00 am, (i).
Sitaram Singh, (ii).  Bablu Singh, (iii).  Nigam Singh, (iv).  Digam Singh, (v).
Ranjit Singh, (vi). Rahul Singh, (vii). Abhishek Singh, (viii). Karuna Devi, (ix).
Gita  Devi,  (x).  Gunjan Devi,  (xi).  Sushma Devi  came and started  abusing.
When they were refused, they used cuss language and assaulted the informant with
blackjack, sticks etc. and they injured them. Rahul Singh with intent to kill,
assaulted on the head of his son and other family members.

3. Learned counsel for the petitioner in his oral arguments, submitted that
there are general and omnibus allegations. There is no specific overt act attributed
to  the  present  petitioner.  It  is  further  submitted  that  there  is  no  criminal
antecedent. It is submitted that there is delay of 5 days in lodging the FIR from
the date of alleged incident.

4. In counter, learned public prosecutor stoutly opposed the bail application
on the ground that the pre-arrest bail application of other accused persons has
already been rejected by this court vide ABP No. 1680 of 2025. 

5. Heard rival submissions and perused the record. Keeping in view the fact
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that the injured person sustained injury on their head i.e. a vital part of the body,
hence, without more commenting on the merits of this case, this court is not
inclined to grant pre-arrest bail to the petitioner; resultantly it is dismissed.

6. File be consigned to the record room and that of trial court be sent back
with a copy of this order.
7. Keeping in view the General Order no. 1 of 1991 (Criminal)  dated
07.03.1991,  the  certified  copy  of  FIR,  if  desired,  be  returned  back  to  the
petitioners on placing the xerox copy thereof on record.

     (Dictated)
                                                                  Sd/- 

   (Satya Bhushan Arya)
   Sessions Judge, Banka              

Memo No………………… Banka, Dated, the 21st April, 2026.
Copy forwarded to learned CJM, Banka for information and needful.

                  Administration In-charge
Civil Court, Banka


