In The Court of Sri Surendra Prasad, Ist District & Addl. Sessions Judge
East Champaran, Motihari.

Anticipatory Bail Petition No. 922 of 2026

Arising out of Muffasil P.S. Case no. 443/2025

Mukesh Kumar Singh Vs. State

IN THE COURT OF DISTRICT & ADDITIONAL SESSIONS JUDGE-1,
EAST CHAMPARAN, MOTITHARI.

Anticipatory Bail Petition No. 922 of 2026

1. Mukesh Kumar Singh, s/o Vishwanath Singh
Resident of vill- Loksa, P.S. Muffasil, District- East Champaran.

------------------ Petitioner
VERSUS
State of Bihar Opp. Party.
Appearance: -
Counsel for the accused - Sri Satyendra Kumar, Ld. Advocate.
Counsel for the State/O.P. - Sri Digvijay Narayan Sinha, Ld. P.P.(I/C)
Date of Order:18.03.2026
ORDER

This anticipatory bail petition has been filed on behalf of the above named petitioner,
who is apprehending his arrest in connection with Town, Motihari P.S. Case No. 443 of 2025, U/
s- 191(2), 190, 126(2), 308(2), 119(1), 351(2) of B.N.S.

Heard, the L.d. counsel appearing on behalf of petitioner and L.d. P.P.(I/C) on behalf of
State/O.P.

The case of the prosecution in brief as stated by the informant is that on 08.07.2025
accused petitioner along with co-accused persons encroached upon the disputed land, broke
existing boundaries, threatened to kill them and demanded extortion of Rs. 1 crore 20 Lakhs
collectively from the owners.

It has been submitted on behalf of the petitioner that petitioner is quite innocent and has
not committed the offence. Petitioner has not preferred any regular or anticipatory bail petition
before any superior Court. Petitioner has three criminal antecedents. Further it has been
submitted that the allegation whatsoever levelled against the petitioner are false and concocted.
This is purely a case of civil nature. Father of the petitioner namely Vishwanath Singh gave a
petition to Deputy Inspector General of Police, Bettiah regarding the innocency of petitioner in
this case and prayed that near the place of occurrence there is CCTV present and perusal of the
CCTV footage truth can be come out that on the said date and time of occurrence petitioner is
not on the place of occurrence. Earlier co-accused persons have been granted bail by this court.
Petitioner is ready to abide all the terms and conditions imposed by the court.

On other hand, L.d. Public Prosecutor(I/C) appearing on behalf of State opposed the
prayer for anticipatory bail.

Heard both sides and perused the record. From perusal of record it appears that there is
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allegation against the petitioner that he along with co-accused persons came at the disputed land
broke the boundary wall and tried to grab his land forcibly. He along with co-accused persons
also threatened to kill the informants and demanded extortion of Rs. 1 crore 20 Lakhs
collectively from the owners. No any type of specific allegation of assault made out against the
petitioner nor police has recovered any incriminating articles from his conscious possession. Ld.
counsel on behalf of petitioner has filed some documents which shows that the said disputed
land belongs to the husband of Smt. Meharun Nesha who was the lawful and ancestral owner.
Smt. Meharun Nesha, along with her sons and daughters, being the legal heirs of Late Sh.
Mubarak. From perusal of record it also appears that this is a case involving land dispute. As per
CCTYV footage as mentioned in para 129 of case diary it appears that petitioner was not present
at the place of occurrence. CDR report was mentioned in para 160 of case diary which shows
that the tower location of Mukesh Kumar mobile no. 9939494431 was not found at the place of
occurrence. Moreover co-accused persons have been granted bail by this court.

Considering the aforesaid facts and circumstances of the case, nature of the allegations
brought against the petitioner, I am inclined to give privilege of pre-arrest bail to above named
accused petitioner. Accordingly, in the event of his arrest or surrender in the trial court within
four weeks from the date of receipt of copy of this order, before the learned trial court the above
named petitioner is ordered to be released on anticipatory bail on furnishing bail bond of Rs.
10,000/- (Rupees Ten Thousand) with two sureties of the like amount each subject to the
satisfaction of the learned trial court in the aforesaid case and subject to the condition as laid
down uw/s 482(2) B.N.S.S.

(Dictated)
Sd/-

(Surendra Prasad)
District & Addl. Sessions Judge-1,
Motihari, East Champaran.
Dated:18.03.2026
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