
IN THE COURT OF SHRI SURESH KUMAR SRIVASTAVA DISTRICT & ADDITIONAL
SESSIONS JUDGE-III, BHAGALPUR.
Anticipatory Bail Application No. 1476/2026

(Arising out of Lodipur P.S. Case No. 83/2026)
U/s 126(2), 115(2), 109, 352, 351(2), 3(5) B.N.S.
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Chunni  Mandal, Age-  48  years,  S/o  Bhagwat  Mandal,  R/o  Village-  Tahwalpur,  P.S.  Lodipur, District-
Bhagalpur….………………………..….......……..……………..………….……………………..Petitioner.

Versus
The State of Bihar....……….........................................………..........................…….........Respondent.

Appearance:
For the Petitioner: Mr. Arun Kumar, Ld. Advocate.
For the State:           Mr. D.N. Sahai, Ld. A.P.P.

ORDER

Sl 
No.

Date of 
Order or 
Proceeding 

Order with Signature of the Court Office action 
taken with 
Date

1 2 3 4

09.09.2026 1. This application for anticipatory bail u/s 482 B.N.S.S. filed on behalf of the above

named petitioner, who apprehends his  arrest  in  connection with Lodipur  P.S.  Case No.

83/2026 for the offence punishable u/s 126(2), 115(2), 109, 352, 351(2), 3(5) B.N.S.

2.       Petitioner has given certificate in para 2 of the bail  application that  earlier  no

application for regular or anticipatory bail has been filed either before the Sessions Court,

Bhagalpur or before the Hon'ble High Court, Patna. Petitioner has also stated in para 3 of

the bail petition that he has no criminal antecedent.

3.          Heard, the learned counsel for the petitioner as well as learned  A.P.P. for the State. 

4.        Brief fact of the case is that the informant Nutan Devi has filed FIR alleging that on

09.05.2026  at  around  12:25  o’clock  accused  persons  came  to  her  home  and  started

misbehaving with her without any reason. It is further alleged that they continuously abused

her and her daughter. It is further alleged that in the same night, Chandan Mandal and Rajan

Mandal have assaulted and threatened to kill her. It is further alleged that on 10.05.2026 at

10:15 o’clock, Chunni Mandal, Rajan Mandal and Chandan Mandal came with Lathi and

rod and assaulted her family members, causing them serious injuries.

5. Ld. counsel for the petitioner argued that the petitioner is innocent and he has not

committed any offence and he has been falsely implicated in this case with false allegation.

It was further argued that there is cross case vide Lodipur P.S. Case No. 84/2026 lodged by

petitioner’s wife namely Surma Devi against the informant and others of the instant case. It

was further argued that there is land dispute between the parties. It was further argued that

now  compromise  has  been  reached  in  between  the  parties,  hence,  petitioner  deserves

anticipatory bail.

6.         On the other hand, the Ld. A.P.P. has vehemently opposed the prayer for anticipatory



IN THE COURT OF SHRI SURESH KUMAR SRIVASTAVA DISTRICT & ADDITIONAL
SESSIONS JUDGE-III, BHAGALPUR.
Anticipatory Bail Application No. 1476/2026

(Arising out of Lodipur P.S. Case No. 83/2026)
U/s 126(2), 115(2), 109, 352, 351(2), 3(5) B.N.S.

Page-2

09.09.2026
Contd.,P/2

bail. 

7.      Perused the case diary and record. Petitioner is named in the F.I.R. Witnesses in para 3, 4

& 6 have supported the prosecution story. The injuries  are  reported to be simple in  nature.

However, the injury of injured Nutan Devi is laceration on scalp above forehead of approx 1 ½

inch x ¼ inch x skin thick with swelling around and swelling back of scalp of approx 2 inch x 2

inch. The injury of Sanjay Mandal is swelling on scalp of approx 1 ½ inch x 1 ½ inch, swelling

left jaw of approx 2 inch x 1 ½ inch and swelling right forearm below elbow of approx 3 inch x 2

½ inch. The injury of Abhinandan Kumar is abrasion would & swelling right side of face near

eye and the injury of Nitish Kumar is laceration on scalp anterior of approx 2 inch x ¼ inch x

skin thick with swelling around, laceration on back of scalp of approx ½ inch x ¼ inch x skin

thick  with  swelling  around  and  abrasion  wound  left  lower  back. Investigation  against  the

petitioner is going on.

8.          Considering the aforesaid facts and circumstances of the case, I am not inclined to grant

anticipatory bail to the petitioner. Accordingly, the anticipatory bail application of the petitioner

is hereby rejected.

9.      Any observation made herein above is not an opinion on the merits and the same is

only for the purpose of instant bail petition.

                                                                                                           Sd/-

                                         District & Additional Sessions Judge III
                                                                                                       Bhagalpur.     

Date of Judgment/order 09.09.2026

Date of reserving Judgment/order N.A.
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