
                                                                                                                 ABP No. 212/26

                       In the Court of   District and   Addl. Sessions Judge -   I  , Gopalganj  

                               A.B.P.     No.   212  /202  6  

1.) Satyanarayan Prasad@ Satan Bhagat
2.) Munna Bhagat                               :------- Petitioners

                               V r s

The State of Bihar                             :-------Opposite party
Counsel for the petitioner                 :-------Sri Brajesh Kumar Tiwari, Advocate
Counsel for the O.P.                          :-------Sri Deobansh Giri, Ld. P.P.  

06-04  -202  6  Order Remarks

          Anticipatory bail petition filed on behalf of the petitioner namely 1.)

Satyanarayan  Prasad@  Satan  Bhagat  and  2.)  Munna  Bhagat who  are
apprehending  their arrest  in  connection  with  Kuchaikote,  P.S. Case  No.
147/2019, U/s 341, 323, 324, 307, 379, 504, 506/34 I.P.C.
            The prosecution story in brief as per the FIR is that on 25.05.2019 around
7:30 am, when the informant was busy in construction of pillar on his plot, at that
time, Raja Bhagat, Ramkishun Bhagat, Virendra Bhagat, Lalbabu Bhagat, Madan
Bhagat, Ramabhagat and Munna Bhagat equipped with weapon came at his plot
and started verbally abusing him and threatened the informant to leave the plot
otherwise they will kill him. When the informant's son along with other persons
came to rescue the informant, they started marpit  with lathi,  farsa and sword.
Raja Bhagat attacked Dilip Sharma with farsa on head which caused bleeding
and head injury. It is alleged that in this marpit, many persons of the informant
side  got  injured.  It  is  further  alleged  that  Satan  Bhagat,  Banka  Sharma  and
Rajnarayan Sharma uprooted the pillar  made of cement and took away along
with iron pipe. Hence, the present FIR.

  Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioners argued that the
petitioner is innocent  and  has been  falsely  implicated  in  this  case.  Learned
counsel  further  argued  that  there  is  land  dispute  between  both  the  parties.
Learned  counsel  further  argued  that  the petitioners  have  no  criminal
antecedent. With these arguments learned counsel for the petitioners prayed for
grant of anticipatory bail to the petitioner. 
              Ld. P.P. for the State opposed the bail prayer of the petitioners.
           Having heard the ld. Counsel for the parties and perused the record. It
appears that the original case, now being 7 years old has attained validity, as the
investigation is complete and cognizance has been taken. This case pertains to
the awaiting appearance of the petitioners. The Lower Court record indicates that
a bail petition dated 07.08.2025 filed by these petitioners are still pending. So,
the petitioners are directed to surrender to the court below and pray for bail.
           Therefore, at this score it is not a fit case for grant of anticipatory bail
to  the  petitioners.  Accordingly  anticipatory bail  of  the  petitioners  stands
rejected.

                                                                                  (Dictated)
         

               (Sanjeev Kumar Singh)       
                                     A.S.J.-I
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