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Fatehpur P.S. Case No. 134/2026

Dharm Paswan @ Dharmveer Kumar & Others Vs State of Bihar

 IN THE COURT OF ADDITIONAL DISTRICT & SESSIONS JUDGE-I, GAYA
ANTICIPATORY BAIL PETITION No.   2140/2026  

================================================================
1. Dharm Paswan @ Dharmveer Kumar S/o Mahipal Paswan
2. Shiv Kumar Paswan S/o Brijbhushan Paswan
3. Hardeo Paswan S/o Ramdeo Paswan
4. Vikram Paswan @ Bablu Paswan S/o Brijbhushan Paswan
5. Naresh Paswan @ Ramnaresh Paswan S/o Kailu Paswan @ Prabhu Paswan
6. Indrajeet Paswan @ Hanuman S/o Naresh Paswan
7. Indradeo Paswan S/o Chandrika Paswan
8. Brijbhushan Paswan S/o Late Baso Paswan
9. Subodh Paswan S/o Ramchandra Paswan
10. Rahul Paswan S/o Lakhan Paswan
11. Praduman Paswan S/o Late Rajo Paswan
12. Pawan Paswan S/o Lakhan Paswan
13. Sanjay Singh @ Karu S/o Nandkeshwar Singh
     All R/o Village- Nagwan, P.S.- Fatehpur, District- Gaya     ---------------------- Petitioners

VERSUS

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

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

10.07.2026

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

accused/petitioners, who are apprehending their arrest, in connection with Fatehpur P.S. Case No.

134/2026, for  the  offences  registered  U/s.  191(2),  190,  126(2),  115(2),  132,  324(4)(5)  of  the

B.N.S., pending in the Court of Ld. C.J.M., Gaya.

2. Heard both the sides on the bail application. 

3. 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. It is further submitted that the real fact is that informant and other person broken the statue

of Ambedkar and chabutra for which they objected  for the same and some hot talk took place

between them and the present case has been lodged against the petitioners. Lastly, he submitted that

the petitioners having no criminal antecedent. Hence, it is  prayed for grant of anticipatory bail to the

accused petitioners.

4. Per contra the Ld. A.P.P. appeared on behalf of State has opposed the prayer for anticipatory

bail.

5. Prosecution case, in brief, as per informant Pramod Kumar Saw, Block Panchayati

Raj Officer,  is that  a land was selected for constructing the Panchayat Sarkar Bhawan in Gram

Panchayat Nagwan in Thana No. 545, Khata No. 533, Khesra No. 1306, Rakwa 50 Decimal. On
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15.04.2025 land demarcation report was given for work on the land vide Letter No. 456/SA. On

31.12.2025 he with the help of police personnel reached at the said land for beginning the work but

people  of  village  started  obstructing  them from starting  the  work  over  the  said land  and when

informant and others tried to convince them then they  started pelting stones over the government

employees, due to which one police man sustained injury. Again instruction was given to start the

work  but   the  anti-social  elements  present  there  forcibly  stopped  the  work  and  damaged  the

construction equipments. They were identified as accused petitioners and co-accused persons and

other 15-20 unknown.

6. Heard both sides and perused the case  record. From perusal of the case record, it appears

that petitioners are named in the F.I.R. There is allegation against the petitioners of obstructing the

government  employees  from  discharing  their  duties  and   also  of  damaging  the  construction

equipments. Statement of witnesses and injured at para 03, 08, 09, 10 & 22  of the case diary in

which they have fully supported the case of the prosecution. Vide para 40 of the case diary, for

serving the notice U/S 35(3) of BNSS all accused persons were searched but no one appeared to

receive  the  notice.  Allegation  against  the accused  petitioners  are  serious  in  nature.  Investigation

agains the accused petitioner is still going on. 

7.      Thus,  considering the facts  and  circumstances  of  the  case  as  discussed above,  nature  of

offenceas and with regard to pending stage of the investigation, I am not inclined to enlarge the

petitioners on anticipatory bail. Hence, the prayer for anticipatory bail to the petitioners is hereby

rejected  .     

  (Dictated)

       Sd/-

   (Shashi Kant Ojha)        
   Addl. Sessions Judge-1, Gaya

          10.07.2026
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