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The present petition for anticipatory bail has been filed on
behalf of accused/petitioner namely Md. Nasim Ansari apprehending
his arrest in connection with the present case.

The prosecution case in brief is that the informant Sabina
Khatoon gave a written application to the officer in-charge of
Jagdishpur Police Station stating therein that the she was married
with Md. Nasim Ansari in 2014 and they have one son namely Hasan
Alam. She is in L.T.B.P. and posted at Ladakh. She came on
04.12.2025 on leave and her husband kept fighting by finding some
reason or another and on 17.12.2025, he assaulted her in front of her
son. Her husband does not do any work and only demands money
from her. When her brother came to her matrimonial house after
coming to know about the incident of assault with her, her husband
along with her father in law Md. Anwar Hussain and Mother-in-law
Kamrun Nisha also assaulted her brother.

Learned counsel for petitioner submitted that petitioner is
innocent person and has committed no offence. The petitioner has
been falsely implicated in this concocted case with a view to put
illegal pressure. No such occurrence has ever been take place as
alleged by the prosecution. Due to service and money, the informant
wants to take her son and wants to give divorce to petitioner and get
married with another person. The informant and her sisters Nasima
Khatun and Halima Khatun are in police service and they have also left
their husbands by taking their children forcibly. This fact show the
tradition of the family members of informant. No independent witness
came forward to support the prosecution case against petitioner.
Informant lodged this false and concocted case with the help of her
sisters who are in police service. Petitioner has no criminal antecedent.

Learned Additional Public Prosecutor has opposed the prayer
of anticipatory bail.

Arguments heard and record perused.

From the perusal of the record, it transpires that the allegation
against the petitioner is that he demands money from the informant
and has assaulted the informant and her brother. The informant has
supported the prosecution case in para no. 2 of the case diary. It is
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the independent witnesses have not supported the case of the
prosecution. It is mentioned in para no. 13 of the case diary that the
petitioner has no criminal antecedent. The injury report of the
informant shows that she sustained simple injuries.

Therefore, keeping in view the facts and circumstances of the
case, I am inclined to enlarge the petitioner on bail in the event of his
arrest or surrender before the learned court below within one month
from today upon furnishing bail bonds to the tune of Rs. 10,000/-
with two sureties of the like amount each subject to the satisfaction of
court concerned. The anticipatory bail petition is accordingly
allowed.

Dictated

(Sudhakar Pandey)
11" Addl. Sessions Judge
Bhojpur at Ara
24.03.2026




