COURT OF DISTRICT & SESSIONS JUDGE, NAWADA
A.B.P.No. 1205/2026, A.B.P. No. 1221/2026, A.B.P.

Shahzad Miyan @ Chapta and Anr.

No0.1226/2026 & A.B.P. N0.1306/2026
1.A.B.P.No. 1205/2026

Petitioners
Versus
State of Bihar Opp. Party
2. A.B.P. No. 1221/2026
Subodh Mahto @ Subodh Kumar & Ors.
Petitioners
Versus
State of Bihar Opp. Party
‘3. A.B.P. No. 1226/2026
Pappu Yadav @ Parmeshwar Yadav Petitioner
Versus
State of Bihar Opp. Party .
4. A.B.P. No. 1306/2026
Sala Uddin Petitioner
Versus
State of Bihar Opp. Party

Bate of order Order with signature of the court Office action
or taken with date
proceeding
01.06.2026 ABEPNo.~  1205/2026," A.B.R  No.

Y\
6\\\

1221/2026, A.B.P. No0.1226/2026 & A.B.P.
No.1306/2026 have been filed on behalf of |
the petitioners, namely, Shahzad Miyan @
QChapta, Md. Amir Ali @ Md. Amir, Subodh
Mahto @ Subodh Kumar, Vikas Ray @ Vikas

@
Sujeet

Raj, Subham Kumar, Sintu Kumar

Sudhanshu Kumar, Dipu Kumar,
Kumar, Ritik Kumar,

Parmeshwar Yadav, Sala Uddin respectively,

Pappu Yadav @

who are apprehending their arrest in
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( connection with Roh PS. Case No.127/2026|

under Sections  115(2), 125(a), 126(2),

191(2), 193(3), 192, 196(2), 298, 299, 326(g)
and 132 of the B.N.S., put up for hearing.
Both the aforesaid bail petitions are being

taken together and are being disposed of by
!this common order.

!2. Heard Shri Sanjay Kumar Priyadarshi
in  AB.PNo. 1205/2026, ABP No.
11221/2026 & A.B.P. N0.1226/2026 and Shri
fNitish Kumar in A.B.P. No.1306/2026, the
Jilearned counsels for the petitioners as well
;as Shri Manoj Kumar Singh, the learned PP,
Jfor the state.

5 The short case of the prosecution as
‘per the written typed complaint of the
| informant Ravi Prakash, Labour
Enforcement Office; Roh is that on
128.03.2026 at about 19:45 PM. during
‘Ramnavami procession lots of persons
belongs to Muslim community standing
near Masjid and when the persons of
Hindu communities crossed the southern
side of Masjid Gali both of the
communities started slogan against each
other and due to which there were hot
exchange of words taken place between
the two communities. It is alleged that all
the accused persons including these

petitioners started pelting stones over

|each other and also they pelted stones|
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Contd. over police personal by which vehicle of?
GlLgZ02t police personal and fire department goté
damaged. It is stated that thei
identification of the culprits have been
made through CCTV footage and on the

basis of disclosure made by the local

Chaukidar.
4. Learned counsel for the petitioners
jointly submitted that in A.B.P|

No0.1221/2026 petitioner no.1-Shahzad
‘Miyan @ Chapta and petitioner no.2- Md.
Amir Ali @ Md. Amir have no criminal
antecedent, in A.B.P. No0.1205/2026 |
petitioner no.2 Vikas Ray @ Vikas Raj,;
(-)kp petitioner no.3 Subham Kumar, petitioner

60\()) no.4 Sintu Kumar @ Sudhanshu Kumar,

petitioner no.5 Dipu Kumar, petitioner n0.6!

1Sujeet Kumar, petitioner no.7 Ritik Kumarj
has no criminal antecedent, Whereas,i
|
|

petitioner no.1, Subodh Mahto @ Subodh|
Kumar is accused in Roh PS. Case?
No0.176/2026 under Section 30(a), 41, 37 of1
the Bihar Prohibition and Excise Act, in
which he is on bail, in A.B.P. No0.1226/2026
Pappu Yadav @ Parmeshwar Yadav has no|
criminal antecedent and in A.B.P.
No0.1306/2026, petitioner-Sala Uddin has no
criminal antecedent. It has been submitted
a that these petitioners are innocent and havei

committed no offence as alleged rather they

have been falsely implicated in this case due
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No0.1226/2026 & A.B.P. No0.1306/2026
to community. It has been further submitted

that there is general and omnibus allegation
as regard to participation in procession on
the eve of Ramnavmi and provocative
religious slogan has been levelled against
these petitioners. It has also been submitted
that other co-accused persons have already
been enlarged on bail by this Court. Hence,
the anticipatory bail petitions of the
petitioners may be allowed.

On the other hand the learned P.P.
opposed the anticipatory bail petitions of the
etitioners.

A.B.PNo. 1205/2026, A.B.P. No.

11221/2026, A.B.P. No0.1226/2026 & A.B.P

lNo.1306/2026 are being disposed of by this
Ncommon order as all these petitions arise
lout of same police station case number
~bearing Roh P.S. Case No0.127/2026.

It is alleged that these petitioners
were found on the spot on the basis of video
recording of the said incident. There is
lgemeral and omnibus allegation against
them involving in the said incident. Apart
from that the petitioners Shahzad Miyan @
Chapta, Md. Amir Ali @ Md. Amir in A.B.P.
No.1205/2026 have no criminal antecedent.
In A.B.P No0.1221/2026, petitioner no.2
Vikas Ray @ Vikas Raj, petitioner no.3
Subham Kumar, petitioner no.4 Sintu Kumar

@ Sudhanshu Kumar, petitioner no.5 Dipu

A.B.P.No. 1205/2026, A.B.P. No. 1221/2026, A.B.P.
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'Contd. Kumar petitioner no.6 Sujeet Kumar
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| ‘antecedent whereas, petitioner no. 1,1
‘Subodh Mahto @ Subodh Kumar is accused

in Roh PS. Case No0.176/2026 under Sectlon

30(a), 41, 37 of the Bihar Prohibition andl‘
Excise Act, in which he is on bail. In A.B.P.i
No0.1226/2026 Pappu Yadav @ Parmeshwar%
Yadav has no criminal antecedent. In A.B.P.é
No.1306/2026, petitioner-Sala Uddin has mo|
/ ‘criminal antecedent. ‘

‘6 In view of the above this court thinks 1t

a BqWﬁt just, proper and legal to admit the]

petitioners on anticipatory bail. Accordingly,‘g

‘petitioner no.7 Ritik Kumar have no crlmlnalt

the anticipatory bail petitions of thei
accused-petitioners, namely, Shahzad Miyan?
@ Chapta, Md. Amir Ali @ Md. Amir, Subodhl
Mahto @ Subodh Kumar, Vikas Ray @ Vikas‘
Raj, Subham Kumar, Sintu Kumar @\
Sudhanshu Kumar, Dipu Kumar, Sujeet%
‘Kumar, Ritik Kumar, Pappu Yadav @;
Parmeshwar Yadav, Sala Uddin are being
‘allowed hereby and it is ordered that in the
event of surrender/arrest within four weeksi
from today the petitioners shall be released
on bail on furnishing bail bond of Rs.10,000/
(Ten thousand) each with two sureties of the |
like amount each to the satisfaction of the
learned court below subject to the
conditions as laid down u/s 482 (2) of the
’B.N.S.S. with further conditions that the 5
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petitioners shall make themselves available
for interrogation by a police officer as and
when required and the petitioners shall not,
directly or indirectly, make any inducement,
threat or promise to any person acquainted
with the facts of the case so as to dissuade
him from disclosing such facts to the Court
or to any police officer, the petitioners shall
remain present on each and every date
during trial and if the petitioners fail to
appear on two consecutive dates bail-bonds
of the petitioners shall be liable to be
cancelled.

(Dictated & corrected by me)

| &g\w%

Prin essions Judge.
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