
IN THE COURT OF  ADDITIONAL SESSIONS JUDGE-VI, JAMUI
             Regular Bail Petition No. 282 of year 2026

              (Arising out of Charkapathar P.S. Case No. 143/2025)

   Mukesh Yadav, S/o- Balmukund Yadav
R/o: Vill- Chilkakhar, P.S.- Charkapathar, Distt- Jamui

      ............... Petitioner
Versus

The State of Bihar
                         ................... Opposite Party

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
For the Petitioner's : Ld. Counsel Sri Murlidhar Pandey, Advocate
For the State           : Ld. Addl. P.P. Sri. Chigu Ravidas.
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
                                               Present: Manoranjan Kumar Jha, 
                               District & Additional Sessions Judge-VI, Jamui

Dated: 02.06.2026

1. The present Bail Petition has been filed on behalf of accused-petitioner
namely,  Mukesh  Yadav, who  is  in  judicial  custody  since  24.01.2026 in
connection with Charkapathar P.S. Case No. 143/2025, U/s 103(1), 61(2), 3(5)
of B.N.S. and Section 25(1-b)a, 26, 35, 27 of Arms Act is hereby disposed of. 

2. The case of the prosecution in brief is that on 27.12.2025 at about 06:00

p.m. accused-Pankaj Yadav came to the house of informant and said to her
husband namely Lakhan Yadav that Manoj Hasda and others are waiting for
party meeting and then he taken away her husband on motorcycle. It is further
alleged that after passing of half an hour, villagers told her about firing and
and she reached near the house of Jagarnath Rana at Baratand village then she
found her husband lying on the ground covered with blood and died. It  is
further  alleged  that  when  she  asked  Jagarnath  Rana  with  respect  to  the
incident then he said that Manoj Hasda and others have murdered her husband
by indiscriminate firing.

3. It  was submitted by Ld. Counsel for the petitioner that no other bail

application has been filed either in this Ld. Court or the Hon'ble High Court
Patna except the present one.

4. It  was  also  submitted  by  the  Ld.  Counsel  of  the  petitioner  that  the

accused petitioner has committed no offence and has been falsely implicated
in this case. Further submitted that the petitioner is not named accused in this
case and he is having three criminal antecedent as Sono Charkapathar P.S.
Case No. 342/20, Govindpur P.S. Case No. 199/2022 and Chakai P.S. Case
No. 154/2021 besides this case. Further submitted that there is no any specific
allegation against  the  petitioner  to  commit  murder  of Lakhan Yadav.  It  is,
therefore, prayed to grant Regular Bail to the accused-petitioner. 

5. On  the   other   hand,  Ld.  Additional  Public  Prosecutor  vehemently
opposed the bail and submitted to reject the same. 

6. Heard both  the sides and perused the material available on record. It
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reflects that the case has been instituted at the instance of Arti Devi, wife of
the  deceased  Lakhan  Yadav.  The  informant  in  her  restatement  and  the
witnesses  in  their  respective  statements  have  supported  the  case  of  the
prosecution. Para 8 of the CD is the search and seizure memo wherein the
police found ammunition and other articles at the place of occurrence.  Para
12 of the CD is the place of occurrence which also supports the case.  Para 13
of the CD is statement of Jagannath Rana who claims to have seen the alleged
occurrence and stated as to active involvement of the petitioner in this case.
Para 17 of the CD is the statement of Karu Yadav who had also supported the
case. Further co-accused Manoj Hasda had taken name of the petitioner as
accused in his confessional statement which reflects from para 146 of the CD.
Further there is specific and direct allegation of firing against the petitioner.
Moreover,  Para 58 of  the CD reflects  that  the petitioner  is  having several
criminal antecedents. 

7.  Therefore, considering the seriousness alleged occurrence and specific

and direct allegation and also recovery of incriminating articles from the place
of  occurrence,  this  Court  is  of  the  view that  it  is  not  a  fit  case  to  grant
privileges of bail to the accused-petitioner, at this stage. 

8. Consequently, the Regular Bail prayer of the present petitioner-Mukesh

Yadav, is hereby Rejected. 

9. O/c is  directed  to  send  a copy  of  this  order  along with Trial Court

Record to the concerned Court for needful.  
 

  Sd/-             
                                                                                           A.S.J.-VI, Jamui
    Dated:- 02.06.2026
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