Baljinder Pal

Addl. Sess. Judge-1-cum Special Judge

Kaimur at Bhabhua

A.B.P. No. 460/2026

Nagendra Yadav @ Nagendra Singh Yadav & 2 Ors. Vs. State

The court of Sri. Baljinder Pal, Additional Sessions Judge-l-cum
Special Judge, Kaimur at Bhabua
A. B. P. NO. 460/ 2026
In the matter Of :
1. Nagendra Yadav @ Nagendra Singh Yadav, aged about 44 years
S/O- Ramvriksha Yadav
2. Rajan Yadav @ Rajan Kumar Yadav, aged about 21 years,
S/O- Nagendra Yadav
3. Ravi Yadav @ Ravi Kumar Yadav, aged about 23 years,
S/O- Bhabhua Ward No. 25, P.S. Bhabhua, District- Kaimur
Petitioners.
Vs
The State of Bihar O. P.
Crl. Antecedent :- 1 (as per para- 3 of bail application)
(In connection with Bhabhua P.S. Case No. 200/2026 )
Ld. Advocate for the petitioners : Sri. Ghanshyam Kumar,
Ld. Advocate for the State : Sri. Sanjay Kumar Singh, Ld. Spl. P. P.
ORDER

Date :18.04.2026

1. The above named petitioners seek anticipatory bail in connection with above
noted Bhabhua P.S. Case no. 200/2026, registered for offences punishable U/S-
191(2), 191(3), 190, 126(2), 115(2), 109, 352, 351(2) BNS & 3(1)(v), 3(2)(v) of SC/ST
Act. Heard the Ld. Advocated for the petitioners and the Ld. Spl. P.P on behalf of the
state. Order dated 18.03.026, 25.03.2026, 02.04.20226, 09.04.2026, 16.04.2026 &
17.04.2026 shall form part of hearing of this order passed today.

2. The learned advocate for the petitioners submitted that prior to this anticipa-

tory bail petition, no other regular or anticipatory bail filed or moved before the
Hon’ble High Court or before this court. That the petitioner no. 1 Nagendra Yadav
and petitioner no. 3 have one criminal antecedent bearing Bhabhua P.S. Case No.
385/2024 u/s 147, 149, 148, 341, 323, 324, 307, 504 of IPC & Sections of SC/ST Act
in which they are already on bail and petitioner no. 3 Ravi Yadav has filed Bhabhua
P.S. Case No. 386/2024 u/s 147, 148, 149, 241, 323, 324, 307, 506 of IPC against the
informant party. That the accused / petitioners have committed no offence and they
are innocent persons. The petitioners have been falsely implicated in this case due
to previous Bhabhua P.S. Case No. 386/2024. The injury suffered by the petitioners
are simple in nature. That the petitioners never assaulted the informant and his fam-
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ily member nor abused them remarking caste name. That the petitioners are men of
means and they are ready to furnish proper bail bond to the satisfaction of the Court.
3. Per contra, the Ld. Spl. P.P. for the State opposed the prayer of anticipatory
bail by submitted that there was previous enmity between the parties and a criminal
case FIR no. 385/2024 u/s 147, 149, 148, 341, 323, 324, 307, 504 of IPC & Section
SC/ST Act was registered against some members of the group who assaulted the in-
jured, and the accused petitioners were named in this case and along with other FIR
named accused persons assaulted the injured with sharp edged weapons in his face,
nose and stomach.

4. Heard both sides and perused the record. The present case registered u/s
191(2), 191(3), 190, 126(2), 115(2), 109, 352, 351(2) BNS & 3(1)(v), 3(2)(v) of SC/ST
Act against the petitioners. The injured Sonu Kumar appeared before the Court and
submitted that he was referred from Bhabhua Sadar Hospital to BHU Trauma Center,
Varanasi and he was admitted their from 27.02.2026 to 01.03.2026, and the injury
report issued by the Dr. Manish Kumar Bhaskar, M.0.S.H. Bhabhua, attached in para
50 of the case diary shows that the injured Sonu Kumar has suffered six injuries on
his body and injury no. 1, 2, 5, & 6 are opined by the doctor simple in nature but in-
jury no. 3 & 4 are opined grievous in nature. The petitioner no. 1 & 3 have three
criminal antecedents and petitioner no. 2 have one criminal antecedents. The caste
of the informant / victim was known to accused/petitioners and earlier also case un-
der SC/ST Act was registered, therefore, considering the above circumstances, it
cannot be said that no offence under SC/ST Act is committed by the petitioners and
hence, the prayer of anticipatory bail of petitioners is dismissed being not maintain-
able u/s 18 of SC/ST Act.

The observations made in this order are based on material available on record
till date and submissions of the parties and shall be confined for the disposal of an-
ticipatory bail application and should not treated as an opinion in the further investi-
gation of the case.

(Dictated)
Sd/-

(Baljinder Pal)
Additional Sessions Judge-1
cum-Special Judge

Kaimur at Bhabhua
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