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IN THE COURT OF ADDITIONAL SESSIONS JUDGE-II, DARBHANGA
Anticipatory Bail Petition No. 714/2026

1. Manoj Kuma Paswan s/o Doman Paswan,

2. Dilip Paswan s/o Doman Paswan,

3. Sunaina Devi w/o Dilip Paswan,

4. Puja Kumari d/o Manoj Kumar Paswan,

5. Anita Devi w/o Manoj Paswan, all are resident of Village - Dihlahi, P.S. - Bishanpur,

District - Darbhanga.

6. Seema Devi @ Rinku Devi w/o Mohan Paswan, r/o Village - Hussainawad, P.S. -

Moro, District - Darbhanga. Petitioners
versus

State of Bihar
Appearance(s):
Counsel for the Petitioner(s)
Counsel for the State
Counsel for the Informant

: Sri J. N. Jha, Learned Advoca

1.

Informant on'her head by means of an iron rod. Thereafter, all the accused persons
allegedly assaulted the Informant, causing injuries to her. The villagers are stated
to have taken the Informant to DMCH, Darbhanga for treatment. On the basis of
the aforesaid allegations, the present FIR came to be instituted.

3. Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioners submitted that the
petitioners are innocent and have falsely been implicated due to family dispute
and longstanding enmity between the parties. It has further been submitted that

both sides belong to the same lineage and there exists admitted case and counter-
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case between them. Learned counsel further contended that the petitioners have
no criminal antecedent and they had cooperated during investigation pursuant to
notice issued under Section 35(3) of the Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita,
2023. Tt has also been argued that after completion of investigation, charge-sheet
has already been submitted and cognizance has also been taken by the learned
Court concerned, therefore, custodial interrogation of the petitioners is no longer

required.

Learned Public Prosecutor appearing on behalf of the State, assisted by the
learned counsel for the Informant, opposed the praye ipatory bail and
submitted that the allegations against the petition 2 in nature and
specific overt act has been attributed against so
I have heard learned counsel for the partig carefully gone through
the materials available on record includi pon consideration of

the allegations made in the F aterials collected during

their custodial interrogation does not appear necessary at this stage. Further,

paragraph-39 of the case diary reveals that the petitioners have no criminal
antecedent. The materials available on record also indicate existence of admitted
case and counter-case between the parties arising out of family dispute, which
prima facie suggests that the occurrence may have taken place in the backdrop of

pre-existing animosity.
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It is well settled that while considering an application for anticipatory bail, the
Court is required to balance the personal liberty of the accused with the interest of
investigation. Factors such as nature of accusation, gravity of offence, antecedents
of the accused, likelihood of absconding, possibility of tampering with evidence
and necessity of custodial interrogation are relevant considerations. Anticipatory
bail cannot be denied merely as a matter of punishment before trial, particularly

when the accused persons have cooperated during investigation and no

exceptional circumstance necessitating custodial detention is made out.
In the present case, considering the nature of injuries the Informant,
the admitted counter-case between the parties, the 3 al antecedent,
the cooperation extended by the petitioners duriiig
under Section 35(3) BNSS, and the fag
submitted and cognizance taken, this Cc

petitioners have succeeded in maki a fi ant of anticipatory bail.

(Santosh Kumar Pandey)
Additional Sessions Judge-II
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