
IN THE COURT OF PRINCIPAL DISTRICT & SESSIONS JUDGE, SAHARSA
Dated, Saharsa, the 22nd July, 2026

                  Present:- Dinesh Sharma, Principal District & Session Judge, Saharsa
A.B.P. No. 796/2026 (Arising out of Banma Itahari P.S. Case No. 114/2026)

Ranvir Yadav                                                             … Petitioner Vs State of Bihar

In the matter of :-
Ranvir Yadav S/o Rampukar Yadav resident of Maniya, P.S. Banma Itahari, 
District Saharsa.                ….Petitioner

Vs

State of Bihar                    …………Opposite Party

Appearance :-

For the Petitioner        :- Sri Raj Kumar, Advocate
For the State               :- Sri Krishna Murari Prasad, Ld. P.P.

Sl.
No.

Date  of
proceeding

Order with the signature of the court Office action
taken with

date

22.07.2026 This anticipatory bail petition has been filed
on behalf  of  the  petitioner  namely Ranvir Yadav S/o
Rampukar  Yadav  who is  apprehending  his  arrest  in
connection with Banma Itahari P.S. Case No. 114/2026
registered under Sections 281, 351(2)(3), 3(5) of BNS,
2023 and Section 27 of the Arms Act.  
2. Heard the arguments of the learned counsel for the
petitioner and the learned P.P. for the State.
3. It  is  submitted  by  the  learned  counsel  for  the
accused  petitioner  that  petitioner  is  innocent  and  has
falsely been implicated in this case due to grudge, malice
and dirty  village  party  politics.  It  is  further  submitted
that  the  petitioner  bears  no  criminal  antecedent.  It  is
further  submitted  that  the  alleged  sections  are  not
applicable against the petitioner and he has no manner of
concern with the alleged incident. It is further submitted
that Section 27 of the Arms Act is added to make the
case graver and non-bailable. It is further submitted that
there is case and counter case between the parties. It is
further submitted that petitioner is a man of means and
there is no chance of his absconding or tampering with
the evidence and he is ready furnish sound sureties to the
full  satisfaction  of  the  learned  court.  Upon  these
grounds, the learned counsel prays to grant anticipatory
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22.07.2026 bail to the petitioner.

4. On the other hand, the learned P.P. has vehemently
opposed the prayer of anticipatory bail.
5.   Rival submissions considered, Record perused.
6.  The case of the prosecution, as per typed  report
of  the  informant,  Shashidhar  Yadav  is  that  on
13.06.2026 at about 22:20 O’clock when his son went
towards  his  house  in  the  meantime  Ranvir  Yadav
alongwith his associates driving his vehicle rashly and
negligently. When his son tried to contact with Ranbir
Yadav  for  his  rash  and  negligent  driving  then  the
accused threatened to shoot him. After sometime Ranvir
Yadav,  Pappu  Yadav,  Mohan  Yadav  and  Rampukar
Yadav alongwith three unidentified persons  whom he
can not identify due to darkness came there and began
firing in the air. The incident terrified his entire family.
After  the  said  incident  five  empty  cartridges  were
recovered from the spot.    
7.  Admittedly the petitioner is having no license to
possess the arm as this court has put a specific query to
the  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  whether  the
petitioner is having any license to possess the arm and
the  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  replied  in  the
negative. ‘
8. There are allegation in the FIR that the petitioner
alongwith other co-accused persons fired at the house of
the  informant.  PW  Mahendra  Yadav,  PW  Rajendrsa
Yadav  and  PW  Bijendra  Yadav  have  supported  the
allegation of firing by the petitioner. Since the petitioner
has no license to possess the arm therefore the firearm
must have been secured by the petitioner illegally.
9. Possessing firearm is a non-bailable offence. It is
not clear whether the firearm was of simple firearm or
whether it was of prohibited category.
10. To recover the firearm the custodial interrogation
of the petitioner is required.    
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22.07.2026 11. Considering the facts and circumstances, no case

is made out to grant anticipatory bail to the petitioner.
Resultantly the instant anticipatory bail  petition of the
petitioner namely Ranvir Yadav is hereby rejected.

     (Dictated)
                       Sd/-              

(Dinesh Sharma)
     Principal Sessions Judge,

                                                      22.07.2026   
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