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Raushan Kumar @ Bittu & Others Vs State of Bihar

IN THE COURT OF ADDITIONAL DISTRICT & SESSIONS JUDGE-I, GAYA
ANTICIPATORY BAIL PETITION No.   772/2026                                          

================================================================
1. Raushan Kumar @ Bittu
2. Pankaj Kumar Both Sons of Surendra Yadav
3. Surendra Yadav S/o Late Ramdash Yadav
4. Deepak Kumar S/o Baiju Yadav
5. Ranjeet Kumar S/o Surendra Yadav
    All R/o Village- Karhara, P.S.- Panchanpur,
    District- Gaya                  --------------------- Petitioner

VERSUS

The State of Bihar                     –-------------------- Opposite Party

======================================================================

13.03.2026

An  anticipatory  bail  application  has  been  filed  on  behalf  of  above  named

accused/petitioners, who are apprehending their arrest in connection with Panchanpur P.S. Case

No. 142/2024, for the offences registered U/s. 126(2), 127(2), 115(2), 303(2), 76, 109, 352, 351(3),

3(5) of the BNS, pending in the Court of  Ld. ACJM-VIII, Gaya.

Heard both the sides on the bail application. 

Learned defence counsel, submitted that prior to this, the petitioners have not filed either

anticipatory or regular bail petition before this Court or the Hon'ble Patna High  Court. It is further

submitted that petitioners are innocent, committed no offence and have falsely been implicated in

this  case.   That  counter  blast  of  this  case has also been lodged by the petitioner  parties vide

Panchanpur P.S. Case No. 144/2024. It is further submitted  that Petitioners were not present in the

village at the alleged date and time of occurrence, rather  they were  on their duty and hence after

investigation and supervision of higher police officer submitted final showing not sent up but Ld.

A.C.J.M.-VIII, Gaya has been pleased to take cognizance against all FIR persons. Co-accused

persons have  already been granted  anticipatory bail  by the predecessor  Court  vide AB.P.  No.

4230/2024 and 4231/2024, dated 22.01.2025. Lastly, he submitted that the petitioners having no

criminal antecedent. Hence, it is  prayed for grant of anticipatory bail to the accused petitioners.

Per contra the Ld. A.P.P. appeared on behalf of State  opposed the prayer for anticipaory

bail.

Prosecution case, in brief, as per informant is that on 04.11.2024 at about 7.30 A.M. he was

at door of his house and his nephew aged about 6 years went out on nature’s call, in the meantime

co-accused Dipu Kumar came on Motorcycle and dashed his nephew without blowing horn. Then
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informant scolded him. After sometime accused petitioners along with other co-accused persons

came, assaulted him with fist and slaps, took him to their house.  They further assaulted him with

lathi, due to which he sustained injuries. On alarm, his family members rushed to save him but

they were also assaulted by the accused petitioners, resultantly they also sustained injuries. One of

the co-accused tried to outrage the modesty of informant’s wife and also snatched her golden chain

from her.

Heard  both  the  parties  and  perused  the  material  available  on  record.  From perusal,  it

appears that  petitioners are named in the F.I.R. The allegation against the petitioners of assaulting

informant and his family members. The injury report of injured are available at para 67 & 84 of the

case diary, have been  found simple in nature. From perusal of para 35 of the case diary, it appears

that the case was not found true against the accused petitioners by the Investigation Officer. Vide

para 92 of the case diary, charge-sheet has been submitted against the other co-accused persons

showing the accused petitioners innocent,  but cognizance has been taken against the petitioners

vide order dated 10.10.2025.  Counter case of this case has also been lodged by the petitioners.

Petitioners  claimed  to  have  clean  antecedent  vide  para  03  of  their  bail  petition.  Moreover

anticipatory bail of other co-accused persons have already been granted by the predecessor Court.

           Considering the aforesaid facts and circumstances of the case and other materials on record,

this court thinks it fit to grant the privilege of anticipatory  bail to the petitioners. Accordingly, it is

directed that in the event of their arrest or surrender before the Ld. Court below within a month

from the date of this order, the petitioners shall be released on bail on furnishing bail bond of Rs.

10,000/- with two sureties of like amount each. This direction for anticipatory bail is subject to all

the conditions stipulated u/s. 482 of BNSS.   

         (Dictated)

Sd/-

       (Shashi Kant Ojha)     
   Addl. Sessions Judge-I, Gaya

    13.03.2026


