
In the Court of Additional Sessions Judge-I, Danapur
(Present:- Sri Kumar Gunjan, Addl. Sessions Judge- I, Danapur)            

                    A.  B.P. No. 1065 of 2026
       (Arising out of Danapur P.S. Case No. 1264 of 2024)

Ayushi Arya, daughter of Chandrashekhar Kumar, resident of Village- Gayatri Mandir,
Bhagichak, Jamalpur, Munger, Bihar- 811214,   .......... Petitioner

Versus.
The State of Bihar.  .......... Opp.Party
Learned counsel for the petitioner        :-   Sri Ankit Kumar, (Advocate)
Learned counsel for the State               :-  Sri Ramkeshwar Prasad (A.P.P.)
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

          O r d e r.
29-06-2026 This  Anticipatory  Bail  petition  has  been  filed  on  behalf  of  the  above-
named petitioner, who is apprehending her arrest in connection with Danapur P.S. Case
No. 1264 of 2024 registered under Sections 303(2) of the B.N.S., pending in the Court of
learned A.C.J.M.-I, Danapur.
   Heard the learned counsels for the parties.

Apart from pleading innocence, false implication, clean antecedents and this to be
the first bail application of the petitioner, learned Counsel for the petitioner submits that
no  recovery  has  been  effected  from the  possession  of  the  petitioner  and there  is  no
specific allegation against her. The petitioner is a girl and she is ready to abide by all the
conditions  imposed  against  her  by  the  learned  Court.  In  the  light  of  the  above
submissions, Ld. counsel prayed for grant of anticipatory bail to the petitioner.

Learned Addl. P.P. opposed the payer for bail. 
Perused the record. On perusal, it transpires that the FIR relates to the allegation

of theft. Case diary is available in the record. In the entire case diary there is no mention,
at all about, this petitioner. The investigation has been completed in this case and the
charge-sheet has also been submitted by the I.O. of the case. Thus, I do not find that the
petitioner  is  under  any  real  apprehension  of  arrest  in  this  case.  The  perception  of
petitioner regarding possibility  of her arrest  in future appears to be imaginary at  this
stage. 

Therefore, this Anticipatory Bail is dismissed as not maintainable. However, the
petitioner will be at liberty to file the anticipatory bail petition afresh, if there arises any
reasonable or real apprehension of arrest to her in future.

 (Dictated)
       Sd./-

                  (Kumar Gunjan)
                                                                                          Addl. Sessions Judge-I, Danapur.


