In the Court of Sessions Judge, Vaishali
A.B.P. No. 31/2026

1. Sanjay Mahto @ Sanjay Kumar, aged about 51 years S/o Muneshwar Mahto,
2. Tun-Tun Mahto, aged about 53 years S/o Muneshwar Mahto
Residents of village — Chakako, P.S. - Bhagwanpur, Distt. - Vaishali.

i ", - Petitioner
Verses
State’of Bihar s N\ O.P.
Apbearance : - \
Learned-counsel for the petitioners :-Sri Tanveer Alam, advocate.
Learned P.P. for the State : - Sri Shyam Babu Rai, |
Present: Harshit Singh,

Sessions__Judge, Vaishali.

Ij'ate of order : 25*". March 2026

" Heard the learned deFe__r__m_g_e" "éc}unsel as well as learned Public
Prosecutor on the.anticipatory bail applicat'i'c;h filed on behalf of the above named
accused petitioners under section 482 of B.N.S.S. who are apprehending their arrest in
connection with Bhagwanpur P.S. Case No. 376/2025 registered u/ss. 126(2),
115(2),118(1), 352, 351(2) 109, 3(5) & 85 of B.N.S.

It is stated in Para 2 of the anticipatory bail petition that no bail
application either anticipatory or regular has been filed in the present case either before

this court of Sessions or before the Hon'ble High Court, Patna.

The prosecution case in brief, as per written report of the
informant Ravi Kumar is that his sister Manisha Devi was married with Sonu Mahto. Her
sister was badly assaulted by her huband Sonu. The other accused persons as named in
the F.I.R. including the petitioners were also involved in the alleged Mar-pit. His sister is
badly injured and she is not able to speak. Earlier also Mar-pit was committed with his

sister

Learned counsel for the petitioners submits that the petitioners
are innocent and have committed no offence. No occurrence as alleged took place. They

have been falsely implicated in this case. There is general and omnibus allegation against
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the petiti_qné'r's'.. The petitioner no.1 has crirﬁi'hal-..a_[\tecedent of one case and petitioner

no.2_{b-a'é"no criminal antecedent. Hence, prayer has Bé'e\n made for anticipatory bail.

Learned Public prosecutor oppos'e:"”d___ the prayer for anticipatory
bail.

Heard the parties and perused the recard. From perusal of record,
it appears that there is general and omnibus allegationjagainst the petitioners of
égmmitting Mar-pit with the informant’s sister. Petitioner:s“are uncle and father of the
hlj.szand of informant’s sister Manisha Devi. The info!'_m'ént Ravi Kumar and his sister
Manigﬁa.__l__)evi appeared physically and filed a pet:_i_t-'rb"ﬁ stating therein that they have
settled thﬂé""di-qut_e with the accused persons. a"r'i'(;:gl.".how there is no any dispute between
them and also a cofnbrbmi'se Petition has already been Ffiled in the trial court. They also
filed a photo copy of sale deed and stated that grand father-in-law of Manisha Devi
namely Maheshwar Mahto has executed a sale deed in her Ffavour with respect to the

land of the share of her husband Sonu.

Therefore, considering the aforesaid facts and circumstances of
the case, the prayer for anticipatory bail of the above named petitioners, is hereby,
allowed and it is ordered that in the event of arrest or surrender, they will be enlarged
on anticipatory bail, on furnishing bail bonds of Rs.10,000/- with two sureties of the like
amount each to the satisfaction of the learned court below, within four weeks of this
order,subject to the conditions as laid down under section 482(2) of the Bhartiya Nagrik
Suraksha Sanhita 2023.

(Dictated)

(Harshit Singh)

Sessions Judge, Vaishali

Date of Order 25.03.2026

Date of Uploading 26.03.2026
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