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(u/s 126(2), 115(2), 329(2), 109(1), 352, 351(2)(3) r/w 3(5) BNS)
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(1) Ajay Manjhi          S/o : Bhuna Manjhi   a/a : 31 Years
(2) Ghola Manjhi @ Vijay Manjho @ Ghuni Manjhi   S/o : Bhuna Manjhi    a/a : 21 Years
(3) Badal Manjhi @ Badal Kumar         S/o : Bhuna Manjhi @ Dhuan Manjhi a/a : 20 Years
(All Resident of Village: Bahapar Musahari Tola, P.S- Pachmahla, District-Patna)              …....... Petitioners     

Vs.
The State of Bihar                                                                                    .................Opposite Party (O.P)
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
For the petitioners   :   Sri Vinay Kumar,  Ld. Advocate
For the O.P.(State)  :  Sri Bhuependra Paswan, Ld. Addl. Public Prosecutor
==========================================================================

O R D E R
PRESENT : SRI SHAILENDRA KUMAR SINGH, ASJ-IV

26  /03/2026  

1. A petition dated  23/02/2026,  for  grant  of  anticipatory bail  filed on behalf  of  the above

named  accused petitioners, who are apprehending their arrest in connection with Pachmahla P.S Case No.

06 of 2026, for the alleged have committed offenses punishable u/s 126(2), 115(2), 329(2), 109(1), 352,

351(2)(3) r/w 3(5) BNS,  pressed today.

2. Heard,  Ld.  Counsel  for  the  petitioners  as  well  as  Ld.  Addl. Public  Prosecutor  (APP),

appearing on behalf of the State.

3. Prosecution case,  in brief, as per  written report of  informant Jhagru Manjhi, is that on

14/01/2026 at 06:00 AM, when his brother Sujit Kumar demanded money back from Badal Manjhi to whom

he has given Rs. 10,000/- as loan. On which, Badal Manjhi got excited & assaulted his brother. Later on,

Badal Manjhi alongwith his family member came to his house & started assaulting him and his family, due

to which, they sustained injury on various part of body including head. They were referred from Barhaiya

hospital to Lakhisarai for better treatment.

4. At Para- 2 & 3 of the bail petition, certificate has been given by petitioners that earlier no

regular or anticipatory bail either before Ld. Court of Sessions or before Hon’ble High Court has been filed,

nor any bail application is pending before any Court. Petitioners  have no criminal antecedents. Petitioners

are  innocent and they have falsely been implicated in  the present  case.  The both parties are  gotia. The

counter-case has been also registered against the informant and his family members as Pachmahala P.S. Case

No. 85/2025 u/s 126(2),  115(2), 329(2), 109(1), 352, 351(2)(33) r/w 3(5) BNS.  Petitioners are ready to

furnish bail bond with sound sureties & obey each and every conditions imposed by Court, if  bail is granted.

5. Ld. A.P.P. appearing on behalf of State vehemently opposed the prayer of petitioners for

anticipatory bail and submitted that petitioners have brutally assaulted informant and his family members.  
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6. Trial  Court  Record  (T.C.R.)  &  case  diary  (CD)  have  been  received.  Heard,  rival

contentions of both the parties and perused the record. From  perusal of record, its transpires that there

is direct and specific allegation against accused persons that they have assaulted informant and his

family member  with  lathi,  danda,  due to  which,  they sustained injury on various part  of  body

including head. As per injury report attached with CD, Sudhir Manjhi & Jhagru Manjhi sustained

head injuries. Informant  in  his  re-statement  and other  witnesses  at  different  paras  of  case  diary  have

supported the version of FIR. Investigation is still going on, new facts may emerge.

7. Considering  the  aforesaid  facts  and circumstances,  nature,  gravity  and seriousness  of

accusation,   this  Court  is  not  inclined  to  grant  privilege  of  anticipatory  bail  to  the  all  above  named

petitioners. Accordingly, prayer for anticipatory bail of  petitioners are hereby Rejected. Let the copy of this

order be sent to the concerned Trial Court.

           Dictated & Corrected

                                                                                      

         (Shailendra Kumar Singh)
                      Addl.  Sessions Judge-IV,

      Barh (Patna)

Memo No.                   Dated             March., 2026
Copy forwarded to : The Court of ACJM-III, Barh for needful.

         (Shailendra Kumar Singh)
                      Addl. Sessions Judge-IV,

      Barh (Patna)


