
THE COURT OF DISTRICT & ADDITIONAL SESSIONS JUDGE- II, JAMUI
INDRADEV YADAV & 3 Others VS. THE STATE OF BIHAR

A.B.A. NO. - 313 Of 2026 
ORDER              

                                                                         Present: Sudhir Sinha

……………………………………………………………………

24.04.2026
This  anticipatory  bail  petition  has  been  filed  on  behalf  of

petitioners 1. Indradev Yadav 2. Sintu Yadav@Situ Kumar, 3. Bhavani
Yadav and 4. Lalo Yadav  who are apprehending arrest  in Jhajha P.S.
Case No. 514/2024 registered U/s-191(2), 190, 115(2), 110, 74, 332(C)
352, 351(2) of B.N.S.  the copy of which is served upon the ld. P.P. 

The  ld.  Counsel  for  the  petitioners  has  submitted  that  the
petitioners  are  quite  innocent.  No  any  bail  petition  has  been  filed  on
behalf of petitioners u/s 482 or 483 of B.N.S.S. either in this ld. Court or
before the Hon’ble High Court,  Patna except the present one. There is
Jhajha P.S Case No. 512/2025 filed against the petitioner no. 1, 2 and 3, in
which they are on bail. Petitioner no. 4 has got no criminal antecedent.
The police has not given notice u/s 35(3) of B.N.S.S to the petitioners. All
sections are bailable in nature except Sections 110, 74 of BNS which are
not applicable against the petitioners. The petitioners have committed no
offence and have been falsely implicated in this case. The instant case is
counter case of Jhajha P.S Case No. 516/2024. The petitioners are men of
means, there is no chance of their absconding. They are ready to furnish
bail bond to the satisfaction of the ld. Court. In such view the ld. Counsel
prayed to admit the petitioners to anticipatory bail.

The ld. Addl. PP opposed the prayer for bail. 
On perusal of the case diary it is clear that that the petitioners are

F.I.R. named accused. The prosecution case as per written information of
informant Manju Devi is that on 11.11.2024 at about 7:00 PM, she was at
her  house  when  suddenly  01.  Indradev  Yadav,  02.  Sintu  Yadav,  03.
Bhawani Yadav, 04. Chanoli Kumar, 05. Lalo Yadav entered her house
with axes and rods in their hands, broke the lock of the box kept in the
house and  Indradev Yadav took away Rs. 25,000/-. When her and her two
daughters  protested  against  this,  all  the  accused  persons  with  wrong
intentions started forcibly holding the private parts of her both daughters
and her in an inappropriate manner. Sintu Yadav threw her elder daughter
on the ground and tried to dishonor her forcibly and Indradev Yadav tried
to press the chest of her younger daughter. Upon the objections, Bhawani
Yadav opened her saree and tore her blouse and caught hold by her hair
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and threw her on the ground and started beating her. Upon the hue and cry
nearby villager came to save them and then they fled away. She further
told that Lalo Yadav snatched the gold chain from the neck of her elder
daughter and Chanoli Kumar snatched the gold chain from the neck of her
younger daughter.  The informant in her re-statement in CD para-2 has
stated the same facts. The witnesses in CD paras- 5,  6, 7, 8, 16, 17, 18, 19
have supported the incident. The injury report of Manju Devi in CD para-
24 shows (i) Pain on shoulder, (ii) Pain chest body, all injuries have been
found to be simple in nature by the doctor. In CD para-24 the SDPO has
found the case as true against the petitioners but Section 74 BNS does not
appear to be applicable from the testimony of the witnesses. In CD para-
63 there is no criminal antecedent against the petitioner no. 4 but in CD
para-64 there is one criminal case against the petitioner no. 1, 2 and 3.
The Court finds that as per the witnesses no ingredients of offence u/s 74
BNS is available in the to the case diary. There is case and counter case.
There is land dispute between both parties. The simple injury does not
correspond to attraction of Section 110 BNS.

 Accordingly in such view this anticipatory bail stands  allowed.
The  petitioners 1.  Indradev  Yadav  2.  Sintu  Yadav@Situ  Kumar,  3.
Bhavani  Yadav  and  4.  Lalo  Yadav  in  the  event  of  their  arrest  or
surrender are directed to be released on bail on furnishing  bail bond of
Rs. 10,000/- with two sureties of the like amount each to the satisfaction
of the concerned Court.   
                                                                          Dictated & Corrected

     

                                                                                       District & Addl. S.J -II, Jamui
                                                                                                     24.04.2026
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