
 IN THE   COURT OF SRI   DEEPAK   KUMAR-I, ADDITIONAL SESSIONS JUDGE- II, BHAGALPUR  

Anticipatory Bail Petition No. 417/2026
Arising out of (Sultanganj P.S. Case No.  36/2026)

Ranjan Kumar @ Tempu Yadav & Ors. Vrs. State of Bihar.

1. Ranjan Kumar @ Tempu Yadav, aged about 28 years, S/o Dayali Yadav
2. Govind Kumar @ Govind Yadav, aged about 22 years, S/o Kapil Yadav
Both Residents of- Village- mirhatti, P.S-Sultanganj, District-Bhagalpur       …….………….....Petitioners

               Versus
      The State of Bihar                           …………………………………………………….….Opp. Party

For the Petitioner/s  : Mr. Anjani Kumar, Ld. Advocate.         
For the State          : Mr. D.N. Sahay, Ld. A.P.P.

    Date of
     order                                         Order with signature of the court
         1                                                          2
25-03-2026              This is a petition filed on behalf of the above named accused-petitioners for grant of

anticipatory  bail  who  apprehends their  arrest  in  connection  with  Sultanganj  P.S.  Case  No.

36/2026 for offences punishable U/s 126(2), 115(2), 303(2), 324(2), 324(6), 351(3), 352, 238, 3(5)

BNS.

               On behalf of the petitioners a certificate has been given in para 2 of the bail petition that

earlier no anticipatory or regular bail petition have been filed on their behalf either before the Court of

the Ld. Sessions Judge, Bhagalpur or before the Hon'ble High Court, Patna. In para-3 of bail petition,

accused-petitioner has given certificate that they have no criminal antecedent.

                   Prosecution case, as per written application of informant Abhishek Kumar, in brief, is

that on 22-01-2026 at about 2 O’Clock in the afternoon, he along  with Suraj Kumar was  going to

Sultanganj with his bike. Informant further stated that when he reached near Bhanga Bandh, two

unknown miscreants attacked on him with lathi due to which he fell down from his motorcylcle

and thereafter the miscreants started assaulting both of them and also snatched his mobile. In the

meantime Shivam Kumar,  an auto driver from informant’s village came there and started to make

video and seeing him make video miscreants also snatched his mobile and threatened him to

delete the video. Informant further stated that the miscreants also assaulted with lathi on back of

Suraj Kumar and they also dismantled the handle and  also broke the gear of motorcyle. Informant

further stated that one of the miscreant was having desi katta and other was having pistol with

them. Informant further stated that they were rescued by the nearby people. He further stated that

after seeing the video, nearby people identified them as Govind Yadav and Tempo Yadav . Hence,

this FIR is lodged. 

                   The learned counsel for the petitioners submitted that the petitioners are innocent and they

have falsely been implicated in this case. It has further been submitted that all the alleged sections are

bailable except 303(2)and 338  of BNS and the same is not made out against the accused-petitioners as

nothing has been recovered from the possession of the petitioner. On such basis, it has been prayed

that the petitioners be enlarged on anticipatory bail.                 
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               On the other hand, learned A.P.P. for the State opposed the prayer for anticipatory bail of the

petitioner.

                  Heard both the parties. Perused the case record and case dairy.

               Para-2 of the case diary is the re-statement of informant who reiterated the prosecution

case. Para-6 and 7 of the case diary are the statements of witnesses who have also supported the

prosecution case. No any video or audio is available on record as alleged in the FIR. Further, no

any  incriminating  article  has  been  recovered  from  the  possession  of  the  accused-petitioners.

Further no any injury report is available on record. All the sections as alleged are bailable except

section 338 and 303(2) of BNS, which appears to be ornamental.

                 In the above said facts and circumstances, the prayer of the anticipatory bail of the

above named petitioners is allowed and it is directed to release the petitioners on anticipatory bail

within 30 days of this order after filing of bail bond of Rs. 10,000/- with two sureties of like

amount each to the satisfaction of learned Trial  Court  with condition laid down U/S 482 (2)

B.N.S.S.

                                                                                        Sd/-

                                                                                                  Additional Sessions Judge-II
                                                                                                                 Bhagalpur
 
                                                                       


