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IN THE COURT OF ADDITIONAL SESSIONS JUDGE-II, GAYA

ANTICIPATORY BAIL PETITION NO. 932 OF 2026
[Arising out of Magadh University P.S. Case No. 290 of 2025]
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1. Sunil Yadav son of Kedar Yadav,

2. Arjun Yadav son of Kedar Yadav,

Both R/o.-Village-Mora Mardana Tola Rahim Chak, P.S.-Magadh University,
District-Gaya.

Accused Petitioners

VERSUS
The State of Bihar Opposite Party
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Present:- Rajesh Singh
17.04.2026

1. This anticipatory bail application has been filed on behalf of above named
accused persons, who are apprehending their arrest in connection with Magadh
University P.S. Case No. 290 of 2025 registered for the offences under Sections
126(2), 115(2), 118(1), 109(1), 303(2), 352, 351(2), 351(3), 3(5) of the B.N.S. and 27
of Arms Act.

2. Sri Sitendra Kumar, the learned counsel has appeared to move this anticipatory
bail prayer. The prosecution has represented by the Addl. Public Prosecutor.

3. The learned defence counsel has submitted that the accused petitioner is quite
innocent, has committed no offence as alleged by the prosecution. There is no any
specific allegation made against the petitioners and the injury sustained by the injured
person is found simple in nature. On these grounds a prayer has been made for grant
of Anticipatory bail to the accused petitioner.

4. The case of prosecution based on fardbeyan of informant, in brief is that, on
09.12.2025 at about 4:30 PM, informant with his younger brother Ranjan Kumar was
returning to his home from agricultural land. When they reached near the house of
Anil Yadav in Rahim Tola, accused persons named in the F.I.R armed with pistol, rod,
Danda intercepted the informant and his brother. Accused Arun Yadav fired a gunshot
in air from his pistol and ordered the informant either to vacate the Batai agricultural
land or pay a sum of Rs. 2 lakh to accused persons. Upon raising objection on it,
Arjun Yadav armed with Gandasa with intention to kill the informant assaulted on his

head causing severe head injury. Sunil Yadav attempted to strangulate him and
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snatched the gold locket of Bajrangbali from his neck. It is further alleged that
accused persons issued threat to kill him, if he would lodge any case against accused
persons.
5. Heard the Ld. A.P.P. and the Ld. Counsel of defence and perused the case record.
From perusal of the case record it transpires that allegation against petitioners are that
they have assaulted the informant and snatched gold locket from his neck. From
perusal of case diary it appears that no case makes out under Section 303(2) of B.N.S
and 27 of Arms Act. From perusal of the injury report, it appears that injury caused to
Sanjay Yadav is simple in nature. Any criminal antecedent was not reported against
the accused petitioners.
6. Considering the above facts and circumstances of the case, this court is
inclined to grant anticipatory bail to the accused petitioners. If the accused petitioners
appear before the learned original court within a period of four weeks from the date of
reciept of the order to the trial court, he shall be released on bail on furnishing bail
bond of Rs 10,000/- with two sureties of like amount each to the satisfaction of the
trial court with the statutory conditions particularized u/s 482 (2) of the B.N.S.S.
Accordingly, the prayer for anticipatory bail is hereby allowed.
Sd-
(Rajesh Singh)
(I/C)Additional Sessions Judge-II, Gaya
17.04.2026



