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Court of Dist. & Addl. Sessions Judge-I, Benipur (Darbhanga)
Present:- Sri Rishi Gupta, Dist. & Addl. Sessions Judge-I, Benipur

In CR No. 61/18, State vs. Ranjeet Sahani.

In the Court of Sri Rishi Gupta, Dist. & Addl. Sessions Judge-I, Benipur,
Darbhanga. 

Present
     Rishi Gupta

   Dist. & Addl. Sessions Judge- I, Benipur
Benipur, dated, the 27th April, 2026

Anticipatory Bail Petition no.  69 of 2026                            
                             

 Ranjeet Sahani & another
                                                                                       .............................Petitioners.

    Versus
The State of Bihar

                                                                                   ..….....................Opposite Party.
Counsel for the petitioner :- Sri Chandra Bhushan Jha, Ld. Advocate.
Counsel for the State:- Smt. Punam Jha, Ld. APP. 

O  RDER  

27  .  04  .202  6  The present  anticipatory  bail  petition has been filed on behalf  of  petitioners namely

1.Ranjeet Sahani, aged about 32 years, S/o Sone Sahani and 2.Paro Devi, aged about 30 years, W/o

Ranjeet Sahani, Both resident of village – Harsinghpur Navtoliya, P.S. Bahera, Distt. - Darbhanga,  in

connection with C.R. No. 61/2018 in which prima facie case was found u/s 498(A), 494 of IPC, which is

pending in the court of Ld. A.C.J.M., Benipur.

Heard  Sri  Chandra  Bhushan Jha,  Ld.  Counsel  for  the  petitioners  and Smt.  Punam Jha, Ld.

Counsel for the state.

The prosecution case as stated in brief in complaint petition is that complainant got married with

accused Ranjeet Sahani in the year 2012 as per Hidu rites and customs. That the complainant’s husband

along  with  his  family  members  started  to  demand  motorcycle  upon  which  complainant’s  family

members  accepted  the  demand and  and  gave  her  husband  one  motorcycle.  That  the  complainant’s

husband  along  with  his  family  members  again  started  demanding  of  cattle  (buffalo)  upon  which

complainant refused to give. That then accused persons including his family members started torturing

the complainant physically and mentally. That complainant’s husband also solemnized second marriage

with one Paro Kumari. That complainant’s husband came to take the complaint from her sister’s house

on 04.04.2017 upon which complainant’s husband took the complainant to his house where she lived

happily for two months. That after two months, complainant’s husband again took his second wife in his

house. That the accused persons started to demand buffalo again and on non-fulfillment of the same they

abused and assaulted her in various ways. That on 30.0.2018 complainant came to her maternal house

due to torturous act of accused persons. 

The Counsel for the petitioners has submitted that this application for grant of anticipatory bail

on behalf of the above named petitioners who are apprehending their arrest of a non-bailable offence in
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the above mentioned case. That no bail petition either ABP or regular have ever been filed on behalf of

these petitioners either before this Ld. Court or before any Hon’ble High Court, Patna prior to this. That

no criminal history behind these petitioners rather petitioner No. 1 has been made accused in the case of

Bahera P.S. Case No. 04/17 u/s 498(A), 494/4 of the IPC and ¾ of the D.P. lodged by this complainant

and Bahera P.S. Case No. 223/20 and Bahera P.S. Case No. 227/25 which has been granted bail. That the

Ld. ACJM, Benipur examined the complainant on solemn affirmation and after examination of the few

witnesses took cognizance of the offences against these petitioners and others co-accused for the offence

u/s 498(A), 494 of the IPC vide order dated 26.11.2019. That the petitioners are quite innocent and have

committed no offence. That the petitioners have been falsely implicated in this case due to grudge malice

and local politics only. That the petitioner No. 1 Ranjeet Sahani is the husband of the complainant Rekha

Devi whereas the petitioner No. 2 Paro Devi is the so called 2 nd wife of this petitioner No. 1. That as a

matter of fact no such type of the occurrence find take place as alleged in the complaint petition rather

the complainant to this case lodged one after another case against these petitioners since regarding the

aspect one Bahera P.S. Case No. 04/17, G.R. No. 6/17 for the offence u/s 498(A), 494 of IPC and ¾ of

the D.P. Act is pending in the court of the Ld. S.D.J.M. Benipur. That according to the panchayat all the

furniture, jewelry ,dishes etc give to the parents of the complainant has taken away and has also execute

by the father of the petitioner No. 1 Ranjeet Sahani. That some of the accused persons to this case have

been granted ABP by this  Ld.  Court  vide ABP 338/25 since it  has  been sent  to Mediation Centre,

Benipur where the complainant  refused to compromise the case. That  the petitioners belongs to the

respectable family of the locality  and as such there is no chance of their absconding or tempering of the

evidence. That the petitioners are ready to furnish the bail bond to the satisfaction of the Ld. Court of the

ACJM, Benipur. That the petitioners are ready to abide by the condition or conditions laid down under

Section 482(2) BNSS. Hence, it was prayed that the accused petitioners may be granted bail.  

On the other hand Ld. Counsel of the State has opposed the prayer for bail submitting that the

offences are grave in nature, hence the bail petition of the petitioners may be rejected. 

Heard, Submissions of both parties and perused the record. From perusal of record, it has been

found that this is complaint base case in which warrant has been issued. From perusal of record, it has

also been found that despite of compliance of notice, the opposite party did not appear before court

although she appeared before court in bail proceeding against other family members which shows that

she has knowledge about the case. The counsel of the petitioner submitted Anexure IV where he showed

that  the petitioner became ready to end the relation on receiving some money and other items. That the

offences under which prima facie case has been found have maximum punishment up to 07 years.  So,

considering the discussion made and under these circumstances, this court finds it proper to allow the

bail petition of the petitioners 1.Ranjeet Sahani,  aged about 32 years, S/o Sone Sahani and 2.Paro

Devi, aged about 30 years, W/o Ranjeet Sahani, Both resident of village – Harsinghpur Navtoliya, P.S.

Bahera, Distt. - Darbhanga. That in case of arrest or surrender within a period of three weeks of receipt
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of this order by the Ld. Court, the accused petitioners are directed to be released on bail on furnishing

bail bonds of Rs. 10,000/-(Rs. Ten Thousands/-) with two sureties of like amount each to the satisfaction

of the court and with the condition that accused-petitioners shall  remain physically present  till  three

consecutive date before Ld. Trial court. 

                                     (Dictated and Corrected) 

                                                                                                                       (Rishi Gupta)
              Addl. Sessions Judge I, 

 Benipur
            27.04.2026.
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