COURT OF THE PRINCIPAL SESSIONS JUDGE, NAWADA

Chhotelal Ram Petitioner
Versus
~ State of Bihar St g Oppelbarty .
' Date of order | Order with signature of the court

or proceeding

105.06.2026

B.P. No0.1321/2026

i béiifiozﬁtion has been filed on behalf of|
the petitioner, namely, Chhotelal Ram, who is in
custody since 09.05.2026 in connection with Roh

PS. Case No0.76/2026 u/s 191(2), 190, 126(2),

up for hearing.

2 Heard Shri Ramchandra Rajbanshi,
learned counsel for the petitioner as well as Shri
Manoj Kumar Singh, learned PP. for the State
‘and perused the record including the case diary.

'3. Short case of the prosecution as per written
complaint of the informant Rita Devi is that his
son and daughter of Mana Ram, namely, Nibha
Kumari has solemnized their marriage. It is
alleged that on 01.03.2026 at about 07:00, a
Panchayati was convened to pacify the dispute
between both the parties. It is alleged that
during that course all the accused persons
‘including this petitioner started abusing her and
also assaulted her and her husband.

4. Learned counsel for the petitioner submitted
that the petitioner has got no criminal
antecedent and he 1is in custody since
09.05.2026 . It has been further submitted that
the petitioner is innocent rather he has falsely
‘been implicated in the present and he has not

committed any offence. It has also been

'117(2), 109(1), 61(2) and 352 of the B.N.S. put|

Office action |

taken with date
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}submltted that no spemﬁc allegatlon has been|
|

05.06.2026 (levelled against this petitioner, hence, the baﬂ!

petition of the petitioner may be allowed.
On the contrary learned PP opposed the’

“baﬂ petition of the petitioner. ’
5, The petitioner-Chhotelal Ram is in custody |
since 09.05.2026. The said issue is alleged to be](
,occurred between the parties over enticing away ‘f
,the daughter of one of the Co-accused, namelyt
’Mana Ram by the son of the informant. A
panchayat1 was  conducted in  which an |
,altercatlon took place beween the parties. The(
,petltloner has no criminal antecedent. The mjury
[report has been brought on record, which ShOWS'
‘only one injury on the person of informant, R1taf

Dev1 which is lacerated wound of size 2 1 X Yo ”‘

X muscle on forehead. X- ray report has not been‘
brought on record. The nature of injury
,’ mentioned as simple in nature caused by hard
and blunt substance, as per supplementary/
Injury report. There is no repetition of blow.

6. In view of the above this court thinks 1t fit

Uust proper and legal to admit the petitioner on,
wball Accordingly, the prayer for regular bail of ’
the accused-petitioner, namely, Chhotelal Ram is|

being allowed hereby and the petitioner is
directed to be released on bail on furnishing
bail-bonds of Rs. 10 ,000/- (Ten thousand) with
two sureties of the like amount each to the

|

satisfaction of the learned trial court subject to

'the conditions that the petitioner sha]] not|
L commlt an offence sumlar to the offence of

2
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TContmd. wlwh1ch he is ac;:used or suspécted, of the
43400207 ;commission of which he is suspected, the
| jpetitioner will not tamper with the evidence and
?he shall remain present on each and every date
;during the trial and if he fails to appear on two
i‘consecutive dates his bail-bonds shall be liable

!to be cancelled.

|
|
|

(Dictatted & corrected by me) 3@9

mge%smns Judge.




