
IN THE COURT OF IInd ADDITIONAL SESSIONS JUDGE, BHOJPUR AT ARA
Chinta Devi & Ors. Vs. State of Bihar

A.B.P. No.-1591 of 2026
Sandesh P. S. Case No. 133/2026

U/ss -85, 303(2) of B.N.S. & 3/4 D.P. Act.

Ser
ial
no.

Date of
Order of

proceeding

Order with signature of the Court Office
action

taken with
date

1 2 3 4
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The present petition for anticipatory bail has been filed on behalf

of accused/ petitioners namely 1. Chinta Devi 2. Dhiraj Kumar 3. Bhola
Mahto  4.  Guriya  Devi  5.  Sudama  Mahto  6.  Shambhu  Mahto  7.
Chandravti  Devi  8.  Ati  Sunder  Devi  apprehending  their arrest  in
connection with the present case.

 The prosecution case in brief is that informant Radha Kumari
gave  a  written  application  to  the  officer-in-charge  of  Sandesh  Police
Station stating that her husband used to beat her and in this regard on
08.05.2026, a compromise took place in the Mahila Police Station Ara
and she was sent to her matrimonial house. Her husband Guddu Mahto,
Chinta Devi, Dhiraj Kumar, Bhola Mahto, Gudiya Devi, Sudama Mahto
Shambhu  Mahto,  Chandravti  Devi  and  Ati  Sunder  Devi  have  been
continuously assaulting and abusing her physically and mentally since
them  and  the  aforesaid  persons  also  demanded  Rs.  2,00,000/-  and
threatened to kill her.  On 16.05.2026 at 12:30 P.M., she  saw that the
lock of her box was broken and all the gold and silver ornaments were
stolen.  When  she  informed  her  husband  in  this  regard,  he  started
assaulting  her  and  threatened  that  if  her  father  did  not  give  Rs.
2,00,000/- he would kill her and also threatened that he would commit
suicide and implicate  her.  Her-in-laws also started assaulting her and
somehow she saved her life and fled away from there and reached police
station. 

Learned  counsel  for  petitioners  submitted  that  petitioners  are
innocent persons and have committed no offence. Petitioners have been
falsely implicated in this case which is absolutely false and concocted.
Allegations leveled against the petitioners are vague. The informant has
a  prior  history of  emotional  instability  and matrimonial  discord.  The
case is filed just to humiliate and harass the entire family of the husband
of the informant. The real fact is that informant always talk with some
unknown person on mobile and when she was was asked in this regard,
she attempted to kill her husband by strangulating him but he survived
due  to  medical  treatment  and  in  this  regard  Complaint  Case  No.
632/2026 has been filed by informant's husband Guddu Kumar which is
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Conti......
18-06-2026 currently  pending before Shri  Md.  Shuaib,  J.M.-1st Class Bhojpur  at

Ara. Petitioners have no criminal history. 

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 petitioners are that they along with co-accused harassed and
tortured the informant in connection with their demand of dowry. The
witnesses have supported the prosecution case in para no. 2, 3 and 4 of
the case diary. It is mentioned in para no. 16 of the case diary that the
notices u/s 35(3) BNSS were given to the petitioners and they have been
released  on  execution  of  bonds.  The  petitioners  are  in-laws  of  the
informant and there is no specific allegation against them.

 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)
                                                                 IInd Addl. Sessions Judge
                                                                       Bhojpur at Ara

                                                                                              18.06.2026
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