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Santosh Kumar Pandey, D&AS]J - II, Darbhanga
BP No. 537/2026
(Arising out of Bahadurpur P.S. Case No. 123/2026)
Rahul Sah @ Abhishek Kumar versus the State of Bihar.
Date of Order - 19.06.2026

IN THE COURT OF ADDITIONAL SESSIONS JUDGE - I1, DARBHANGA

BP No. 537/2026

Rahul Sah @ Abhishek Kumar s/o Mahabir Sah, resident of Village - Balbhadarpur, P.S. -

Laheriasarai, District - Darbhanga e Petitioner
versus

State of Bihar creeereeesieeennen e e ... OppOSite Party

Counsel for the Petitioner (s)  : Sri Mukesh Kumar Ray, Learned Advocate.

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

Counsel for the Informant : Sri Mahesh Prasad, Learned Advocate.

1.

ORDER
19.06.2026

The present application has been filed on behalf of
in connection with Bahadurpur P.S. Case No. 12
punishable under Sections 126(2), 308(3
Sanhita, 2023 and Section 25(1-b)(a) of tl
custody since 04.05.2026.

The prosecution case, in brief, is

firearm was handed over to the police, leading to registration of the present case.

Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioner submitted that the petitioner is
innocent and has been falsely implicated owing to previous enmity and a long-
standing civil dispute relating to landed property between the parties. It has been
argued that prior litigation was already pending between the parties and the instant
criminal case has been instituted as a pressure tactic. It is further submitted that the
mother of the Informant had earlier instituted Complaint Case No. 519/2026,

indicating continuing hostility between the parties. Learned counsel further contended
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that the arrest and investigation suffer from procedural irregularities and that mere
allegations should not deprive the petitioner of his liberty. On these grounds, prayer

for grant of bail has been made.

Learned Public Prosecutor, assisted by the learned counsel for the Informant,
strongly opposed the prayer for bail. It has been submitted that the petitioner has been
specifically named and attributed a direct role in the occurrence. It is further
submitted that the petitioner was apprehended at the place of occurrence itself and

was handed over to the police along with the weapon allegedly used in the crime. The

prosecution has also pointed out that the petitioner posses seven criminal

antecedents and appears to be a habitual offender. Learne r the Informant

enigth and carefully perused the

diary. Upon perusal of the First
during investigation, it appears that

amed and attributed a direct and active role in the

villagers and was thereafter handed over to the police. Such apprehension at the spot

lends prima facie support to the prosecution version at this stage of consideration of
bail. Paragraph 6 of the case diary containing the seizure list further reveals that one
black-coloured iron pistol bearing the inscription “Made in USA” and one live
cartridge were recovered and seized. The recovery of the alleged weapon and
ammunition contemporaneously with the arrest of the petitioner constitutes a relevant
incriminating circumstance which cannot be ignored while considering the prayer for

bail.
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Another significant factor is the criminal antecedent of the petitioner. The petitioner
is reported to have seven criminal antecedents. Though criminal antecedents alone
cannot be a ground for rejection of bail, they remain a relevant consideration for
assessing the possibility of recurrence of criminal conduct and the overall impact on

societal interest. The submission made on behalf of the Informant that the petitioner

had recently been released from custody shortly before the present occurrence also

assumes significance in the facts of the present case.

at this stage.

bail made on behalf of the petitioner is hereby

rejected.

Let agcopy mitted to the Court concerned forthwith.

(Santosh Kumar Pandey)
Additional Sessions Judge - II,
Darbhanga
19.06.2026
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