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IN THE COURT OF SESSIONS JUDGE,
KAIMUR AT BHABHUA
(ABP No. 200/2026/ Filing No. 682/2026)
In re:
1. Chandrama Ram, aged 55 years,
S/o Late Mukha Ram,
2. Phul Kumari, aged 50 years,
W/o Chandrama Ram,
3. Prakash Ram, aged 18 years,
S/o Chandrama Ram,
4. Shiv Parsan Ram, aged 32 years,
S/o0 Chandrama Ram,
5. Kabita Devi, aged 30 years,
W/o Shiv Parsan Ram,
6. Gyan Chand Ram, aged 45 years,

S/o Late Jagdish Ram,
All R/o Vill-Chainpura, P.S-Adhaura, Dist-Kaimur (Bhabua)
Vi/s
STATE
FIR No: 01/2026
P.S : Adhaura

U’s: 103(1), 3(5) BNS
Date Of Order:07.05.2026

1.  Heard Sri Vinod Kumar Chaubey, learned counsel appearing on behalf of the ac-
cused/petitioners and Sh. Sachidanand Rai, learned P.P. for State.

2.  Petitioners have stated in para 2 of their bail petition that no other bail petition, ei-
ther anticipatory or regular has been filed/pending except this, either in this court or
before Hon’ble High Court at Patna.

3. Alleging false implication of the petitioners, it is submitted on their behalf that they
are innocent and have been falsely implicated in this case, moreover, the petitioners
are parents and other relatives of the husband of the deceased and they all have been
living separate in mess and business from the husband of deceased since before the
alleged occurrence and thus, as submitted the petitioners have or had no concern
with the affairs of the alleged murder, whereas from the FIR itself it transpires that
none has seen the actual murder of the deceased rather they being the relatives of the
husband of the deceased, have been falsely implicated in this case and the husband
of the deceased is already in jail custody.

4.  Learned PP has opposed the prayer for anticipatory bail to the petitioners.
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Heard the arguments of both the parties and perused the case record. It transpires
from the perusal of record that petitioners are FIR named and allegations against
them as per FIR are that the son of petitioner no. 1 has taken away the daughter of
informant in the month of June 2025. After 6 months, they return back in the village
and on dated 09.01.2026 a Panchayati was called and the these petitioners brought
the daughter of informant to Panchayati and, thereafter, the Mukhiya of the village
took signature of her daughter on papers and, thereafter, they took her back to their
house. On dated 12.01.2026 at around 04:00 PM, she came to know that her daugh-
ter was killed by these petitioners. Charge sheet against co-accused has already been
filed. The post mortem report of the deceased aged about 23 years attached with case
diary showing blackish discoloration present on posterior aspect of neck extending
to bilateral sides of neck. Small laceration present on mandibular bone region mea-
suring approximately 2x0.5 cm, and the cause of death is due to cardio respiratory
failure. It transpires from the perusal of case dairy that the deceased girl was in love
relationship with son of petitioner no.1 and solemnized marriage with him but the
marriage was not socialized and the deceased girl was living in the house of these
petitioners along with her husband and on the date of occurrence she has committed
suicide by hanging herself. It is submitted on behalf of petitioners that the son of pe-
titioner no. 1 and the deceased has solemnized marriage without the consent of their
family members and after sometimes, they return back and were living together and
for some domestic issue, the deceased girl has committed suicide. It is further sub-
mitted that from the perusal of post mortem report, it is clear that the deceased girl
has committed suicide by hanging herself in side her room. Petitioners have no crim-
inal antecedent as mentioned in para 3 of their bail petition. It is further submitted
that the son of informant against whom the allegation of killing the daughter of in-
formant is in judicial custody. Allegations against these petitioners are general in na-
ture.

Considering the aforesaid facts and circumstances of the case, this anticipatory bail
petition is allowed and in the event of their arrest or surrender within two weeks
from the date of receipt of a copy of this order, these petitioners shall be released on
bail on their furnishing bail bond of Rs. 10,000/- (Ten Thousand) with two sureties
of like amount each to the satisfaction of trial court, subject to conditions as laid
down u/s 482 of the BNSS. (Dictated)

Sd/- Anurag

Sessions Judge



