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IN THE COURT OF ADDITIONAL SESSIONS JUDGE-II, DARBHANGA
Bail Petition No. 354/2026

1. Lalit Yadav s/o Late Raj Nandan Yadav, resident of Village - Fulthua, P.S. -

Simri, District - Darbhanga  memeeeeeeeee Petitioner
versus

State of Bhar e Opposite Party

Appearance(s):

Counsel for the Petitioner(s) : Sri S. L. Yadav, Learned Advocate.

Counsel for the State : Sri A. N. Jha, Learned Public Progecutor.

Counsel for the Informant  : Sri Dr. Ashok Kumar Singh, Learfied Advocate.

ORDER
11.05.2026
If of the petitioner
seeking regular bail in connection se No. 52 of 2026,
instituted for the offences . Séctions 126(2), 115(2),
118(1), 109, 303(2), 352 an

1. The present application has been prefe

(hereinafter referred to as “B

removed an amount of Rs. 20,000/- from the pocket of the informant. It is
also alleged that in the course of the occurrence, Rahul Yadav, Dhupan
Yadav and Arun Yadav sustained injuries. On the basis of the aforesaid
allegations, the present FIR came to be instituted.

3. Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioner submitted that the
petitioner is innocent and has falsely been implicated in the present case

due to previous enmity arising out of a land dispute between the parties. It
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has further been submitted that the petitioner has no criminal antecedent.
Learned counsel further submitted that Title Suit No. 501 of 2025 relating
to the disputed land is pending between the parties and that there also
exists a case and counter-case arising out of the same occurrence. It has
further been contended that the petitioner has remained in judicial custody

since 03.04.2026. On the aforesaid grounds, prayer for regular bail has

been made.

Learned Public Prosecutor appearing on behalf of the State opposed the
prayer for bail.
Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the
prayer for bail and fairly submitted
dispute between the parties and that

with respect to the same occur

nature. The nature of injury is a relevant consideration while adjudicating
the prayer for bail, particularly where the allegations arise out of a
background of personal and land-related disputes. The materials available
on record further reveal that there exists an admitted land dispute between
the parties and a title suit bearing T.S. No. 501 of 2025 is pending between
them. The existence of case and counter-case arising out of the same

occurrence prima facie suggests that the dispute is rooted in pre-existing
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civil discord and strained relations between the parties. As per paragraph
30 of the case diary, the petitioner is stated to have no criminal antecedent.
The petitioner has remained in judicial custody since 03.04.2026 and there
is nothing on record to indicate that his further detention is necessary for
the purpose of investigation or trial. The Court is required to balance the
liberty of the accused with the interest of justice, and prolonged

incarceration before conclusion of trial should ordinarilybe avoided unless

warranted by compelling circumstances.

Having regard to the facts and circumstances g the nature of

accusation, the role attributed to the pe of injury

sustained, absence of criminal anteceden

n furnishing bail bonds of Rs.
only) with two sureties of the like amount

learned Court concerned, subject to the
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