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For the State:

Date ol orderor | Order with the signature ol the courl,

N oceeding,

30,04,2020,

Syt Prafulla Kumar Jha, 1/C P

I'his anticipatory  bail petition has hucn‘
(iled on behall ol the petitioners namely, Sanjay |
Singh, Mayank Kumat, Kanhai Kumar, Keshav|
K umar, Divyanshu Kumar and Vikash Kumar who/
are apprehending (heir  arrest in conneetion with
Bathnaha P.S, Case No.- 404/2024 registered u/ss:|
126(2), 115(2), 74, 109(1), 351(2), 351(3), 3(5) of]

| BNS.

) [eard the learned counsel for the
the learned 17C PP for the State. .

|

|

| oy
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} 3, e learned counsel for the petitioners |
bmitted (hat the petitioners are innocent and have

[SU
['urther,

[been  falsely implicated in the case.
Isubmitted that during investigation ol the case,
petitioners were piven benelit of Scction 35(3) of|
BNSS by police and they have nol |11i3113&%:1id
Ihcnvl'u piven by the police, lurther submitted that|
Lafler completion ol investigation, police filed |
Iclun'g.:c--shccl and Magistrate ook cognizance under|
Sections 126(2), 115(2), 74, 109(1), 351(2), 351(3),
13(5) of BNS apainst all the six accused persons

df)-+named in the FIR. Learned counsel submitted that]

police filed charpe-sheet  without arresting  the |
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INTHE COURT OF PRINCIPAL DISTRICT & SESSIONS J UDGE,

SITAMARHI, -
; Dated, Sitamarhi, the 30" April 2 ot e IS
Present:- Akhilesh Kumar Jha, Principal District & Sessions Judgc,

Sitamarhi.

A.B.P No. 432/26.
~ond ac ever, afl - cognizance of]
~OId. ‘aCCuscd persons. Iowever, alter cogniz ,

30.04.2026.

30.04.2026.  |offence there is apprehension of arrest. Further |

}submillcd that no casc under 109(1) and 74 ()fBNS:
lis made out against petitioners, rest ol offence are
!bai!ablc in nature. The petitioners and the informant
;arc Joint Mitakshara Family and there is land ]
\dispute between both the sides. In this case, date of |
alleged incident is 27.08.2024, however, FIR was |
'registered in this case on 03.09.2024 and there is no .:
‘plausible explanation of delay in registration of FIR|
‘which makes prosecution’s story suspicious. On|
‘these grounds, the learned counsel prayed for grant |
of anticipatory bail to the petitioners. |

4, On the other hand, the learned I/C PP |
‘opposed the prayer for bail of the petitioner. 5
5. Heard both sides and perused the record. |
6. As per FIR, prosecution's case in brief is that

on 27.08.2024 at 09:30 A.M., informant's both sons, |
when reached near house of Sanjay Singh they saw
that Sanjay Singh was cutting banana from the|
plant of informant. When informant's sons|
‘protcstcd, Sanjay Singh, Mayank Kumar, Keshav
| Kumar, Divyanshu Kumar and Vikas Kumar armed
‘with knife, rod, lathi and farsha came and Sanjay |
'Singh gave repcated knife blow in the head of]
Iinformanl's son Adesh Kumar. As a result of which,
'he sustained several head injuries. The younger son |
!()F informant Aman Kumar was assaulted by|
‘Mayank Kumar, Kanhai Kumar and Keshav Kumar,

'who throttled his neck with rope. As a result of]|
\which blood and sliva came out from his mouth.
l!Rccciving information about the incident, when
/informant reached near the house of Sanjay Singh,

) i found her son smeared in blood, on the ground, |
| i . : _ 2|
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éﬁj%(l“h m ‘UHC(H’IS.Ci()LlS statc.l'l'hgrcaﬂcr, Kanhai Kumar!
)4.2026. | assaulted informant with farsha and she sustained |
head injury and Sanjay Singh caught her hair andi
:lhrcw her on the ground. As a result of which, shei

was disrobbed. They also snatched golden chain of|

‘informant. Villagers took all threc injured for |

‘treatment to Sitamarhi Hospital. f‘

| 7. As per the IR allegation against pctitioneri
no. 1, Sanjay Singh is that he gave repeated farsha |
\blow on the head of Adesh Kumar and inﬂicted!
'several cut injuries on his head. However, as per|
injury report of Adesh Kumar there is only one |
laccrated wound on his parietal area and other 2]
iabrasions are on abdomen on right arm, all inj uries |
éarc simple in nature. Further, allegation against
'petitioncet, Mayank, Kanhai and Keshav is that they
Istranglcd Aman Kumar, however, we, his injury is on
finger and abrasion on nose)and——wtif:h are simple
las per injury report of doctor. Injurics of both
' Adesh and Amar have been opined by doctor|
‘caused by hard blunt substance. Further allegation|
‘against Kanhai is that he gave farsha blow to]
'informant although injury of informant is incised|
'wound on her head but injury is also simple in
‘naturc. In para 6 and 7 of the cas¢ diary, during
investigation, witnesses have not stated any specific
role and namc of weapons used by the petitioners
‘and they have only stated that petitioners except
'Mayank Kumat, assaulted informant and her both
'sons. They have also stated that due 1o previous
'land disputc both sides, ofien ey used to fight|
'with cach other. During investigation of the case,?
‘police  did not arrested the accused persons and |
‘they submitted charge-sheet without arresting the
petitioners. P ing no criminal

w{:ccdcm.

etitioners are hav
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Prese Dated, Sitamarhi, the 30" April, 2026.

SENE- AKhilesh Kumar Jha, Principal District & Se

Sitamarhi.
AB.I’ No. 432/206.

JUDGE,

ssions Judge,

Contd,

30.04.2026. \h In view of the facts and circumstance:
wlhc case, previous land dispute between the par
[injuries of injured are wnplc in nature, in this casc, |
\date of alleged incident is 27.08.2024, however, |
IR was ILL,]HIL‘IL(I in this case on 03.09.2024 mcl'
‘there  isweplausible  explanation  of  dclay in|
registration of FIR, prayer for anticipatory bail of|
the petitioners are allowed and in the event of their|
I(lI'I‘C'-i[ or surrender within a period of four wcuks'
'from today, they shall be released on bail on
|[Ull'|[‘shlnb bail bonds of Rs. 10,000/ ('I‘Lni
|Ihous..1nd) with two suretics of the like amount|

‘cach to the satisfaction of the learned Magistrate

|whcu, the case is presently pending subjec 1o lh(.'

.L(mdll:ons as laid down u/s: 482(2) of the BNSS.

- (Dictated)

| Principal Sessions Judge,
' Sitamarhi.
| 30.04.2026.
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