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IN THE COURT OF ADDITIONAL SESSIONS JUDGE-II, DARBHANGA
Anticipatory Bail Petition No. 880/2026

Kundan Kumar Dev @ Kundan Lal Dev s/o Ghuran Lal Dev @ Jibendra Lal
Dev, resident of Village - Jatuka, P.S. - Bajitpur, District - Darbhanga

Petitioner
versus
State of Bhar e Opposite Party
Appearance(s):
Counsel for the Petitioner(s) : Sri I. R. Bismil, Learned Advocat
Counsel for the State : Sri A. N. Jha, Learned Public Prosegutor.
ORDER
12.06.2026

103(1) and 3(5) of the Bhara
the Arms Act.

ahto, Ramesh Mahto, Ganesh Mahto, Surat Paswan, the
an and Mukesh Yadav near Rohi Bandh. It is alleged
that upon iving information from villagers, the Informant along with
his grandson rushed to the place of occurrence and found Vinod Mahto
lying unconscious. He noticed that the deceased had sustained a firearm
injury on his neck and that his mobile phone was missing. On the basis of
the said allegations, the present First Information Report came to be

instituted.
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3. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the petitioner is innocent
and has been falsely implicated in the present case. It is contended that the
petitioner was not present at the place of occurrence and was instead
appearing in his B.Sc. examination, which was scheduled from 13.03.2026
to 01.04.2026. It is further submitted that the petitioner is not named in the
FIR and his implication rests solely upon the confessional statements of co-

accused persons recorded during investigation, which are inadmissible in

evidence and possess no substantive evidentiary value.\Learned counsel

the aforesaid grounds, prayer

4. Per contra, learned Publicf{Prosecutor

lvement rfaced during the course of
e confessional statements of co-accused
71 and 223 of the case diary. It is further
Detail Records (CDR) collected during

deceased prior to the occurrence. It is argued that the investigation is still in
progress and the materials collected thus far prima facie point towards the
involvement of the petitioner in the commission of the alleged offence.
Accordingly, it is submitted that the petitioner does not deserve the
extraordinary relief of anticipatory bail.

5. I have heard the learned counsel for the parties and carefully perused the

materials available on record including the case diary. Upon consideration
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of the FIR and the materials collected during investigation, it appears that
the petitioner is admittedly not named in the FIR. However, his alleged
involvement has surfaced during investigation, particularly through the
statements of co-accused persons. Though it is true that a confessional
statement made by a co-accused is not substantive evidence and by itself
may not constitute a sufficient basis for conviction, the relevance and
evidentiary worth of such materials are matters to be, examined at the
appropriate stage of trial. Significantly, the case diary fllither reveals that

the Call Detail Record analysis places the mobile lo the petitioner

in the vicinity of the place of occurrence
investigation also indicates telephoni
petitioner and the deceased. These

incriminating materials colle

participation in a

veracity and

alia, the nafture and gravity of the accusation, the role attributed to the
accused, the materials collected during investigation, the possibility of the
accused influencing the investigation or tampering with evidence, and the
overall interests of justice. Anticipatory bail being an extraordinary
discretionary remedy, the same is not intended to be granted as a matter of
course, particularly in cases involving grave offences supported by prima

facie incriminating materials.
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7. In the present case, the accusation pertains to a homicidal death caused by
firearm injury. The investigation is still at a crucial stage and materials
collected during investigation, including the CDR analysis, prima facie
connect the petitioner with the occurrence. Having regard to the
seriousness of the allegations, the nature of the offence, the punishment
prescribed therefor, and the stage of investigation, this Court is of the
considered view that the petitioner has failed to make outa case warranting

exercise of the extraordinary discretion of granting antici

8. Accordingly, the prayer for anticipatory bail ma behalf of the
petitioner is hereby rejected.

9. Let a copy of this order be transmitted to.the erned forthwith.

Santosh Kumar Pandey)

ional Sessions Judge-II
Darbhanga
12.06.2026

12.06.2026

12.06.2026

15.06.2026

Ashish Kumar, Stenographer.




