In re:

ANURAG
Sessions Judge
Kaimur at Bhabhua
BP No.155/2026
Satyendra Bind V/s State
1

IN THE COURT OF SESSIONS JUDGE,
KAIMUR AT BHABHUA
(BP No. 155/2026/ Filing N0.2268/2026)

1. Satyendra Bind, aged 26 years,

S/o Late Bhim Bind,
R/o0 Vill-Dhanadhi, P.S-Kudra, Dist-Kaimur (Bhabua)

V/s
STATE

FIR No. 69/2026

P.S : Kudra

U/s: 115(2 ),126(2),117(1),109(1),85,
352,351(2) BNS & 3/4 DP Act

In J.C: 22.02.2026

Date Of Order: 16.04.2026

Heard Sri Sanjay Kumar Tiwari, learned counsel appearing on behalf of the accused/
petitioner and Sh. Sachidanand Rai, learned P.P. for State.

Petitioner has stated in para 2 of his bail petition that no other bail petition, either
anticipatory or regular has been filed/pending except this, either in this court or be-
fore Hon’ble High Court at Patna.

Denying allegations levelled against the petitioner, it is submitted on his behalf that
this case is the outcome of matrimonial dispute moreover, the petitioner is still ready
to keep and maintain the victim in all respect, however, the allegations against this
petitioner is general, vague and omnibus whereas the injuries sustained by the in-
jured are on non-vital part of the body.

Learned PP has opposed the prayer for granting bail to the petitioner.

Heard the arguments of both the parties and perused the case record. Its a matrimo-
nial dispute. Petitioner is the husband of informant. He is in judicial custody since
22.02.2026. Allegations against him as per FIR are that informant got married to this
petitioner on dated 29.05.2020 and after sometime of marriage, this petitioner started
harassing and torturing the informant for demands of dowry and when she refused,
he started beating her and finally move her out of matrimonial house on dated
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14.02.2026. She further alleged that this petitioner is a drug addict and sold all her
jewelry and or purchase of drugs. It is submitted on behalf of petitioner that good re-
lation between husband and wife is established. Further, informant in present in
court and stated that she has no grievance left against the petitioner and now ready to
live with him. Petitioner is stated to have no criminal antecedent as mentioned in
para 3 of his bail petition.

Considering the aforesaid facts and circumstances and that petitioner is in judicial
custody for more than seven weeks, this bail petition is allowed and the petitioner is
directed to be released on bail on his furnishing bail bond of Rs. 10,000/- (Ten Thou-
sand) with two sureties with like amount each to the satisfaction of the trial court.

Sd/- Anurag
Sessions Judge



