29.06.2026

IN THE COURT OF ADDL. SESSIONS JUDGE-II, KAIMUR AT BHABUA

Anticipatory Bail Petition No. 985 of 2026
Majhil @ Sahzad Ansari & Ors V/s State

An anticipatory bail petition filed on behalf of the accused-petitioners namely Majhil @
Sahzad Ansari, Tetari Bibi @ Tahera Khatoon, Shabanam @ Shabanam Khatoon, Shama
Parveen, Imamuddin Ansari @ Amamuddin Ansari, Sartaz Alam, Mehtab Alam and
Samsun Bibi @ Samsun Nesha who are apprehending their arrest in connection with
Bhagwanpur P.S Case No. 127 of 2026 registered for the offence U/s 126(2), 115(2), 118(1), 109
(1), 303(2), 352, 3(5) of BNS. Copy of bail petition has duly been served to 1d. A.P.P. Heard
learned counsel Sri Vijay Kumar on behalf of the petitioners and learned APP for the State as well
as learned counsel Sri Ghanshyam Kumar for the informant.

Prosecution story in short is that, on 19.05.2026 in the morning Immamuddin Ansari who is
residing beside the house of the informant generally thrown garbage on the roof of informant. On
protest the accused petitioner started abuses to the informant and son of the Immamuddin namely
Mehtab Alam came there and started assaulting. They got alone brutally assaulted the informant,
Sartaz gave knife blow and Mehtab assaulted the informant with iron rod, in result the informant
sustained injuries in his hand and head. Further alleged that they snatched gold chain and
Rs.15000/- of the informant. When informant's daughter came there the accused persons also
assaulted her. Hence, this case.

Learned counsel for the accused petitioners submit that they are quite innocent and have
committed no offence whatsoever. Earlier petitioners have not filed any bail application either in
this court or any superior court. Petitioners have no criminal antecedent. All the alleged sections
are bailable except 118(1), 109(1) & 303(2) of BNS and are super added only with a view to make
this case non-bailable. There is case and counter case between the parties. On the basis of above
facts 1d. counsel for the accused petitioners submit that they are entitled for anticipatory bail.

On the contrary ld. counsel for the prosecution has vehemently opposed the prayer for
anticipatory bail.

Heard both the sides. Perused the case record as well as case-diary. On perusal it transpires
that petitioners are carrying an allegation of assault to the informant and his daughter. The
informant received injuries on his person at left parietal region of head and fracture on the ribs
bone, which is grievous in nature. There is repeated blow on the ribs of informant. In these
circumstances I do not find it proper to grant anticipatory bail to the petitioners. Accordingly, the
prayer of anticipatory bail of the petitioners are hereby rejected.

(Dictated)
Sd/
(Vinay Prakash Tiwari)
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