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IN THE COURT OF DISTRICT & A.S.J.-1I1, VAISHALI AT HAJIPUR

B.P. No. 530 of 2026
CNR No. BRVA(01-003850-2026
Arising out of Patepur P.S. Case No. 291/2025
U/ss — 308(4), 3(5) B.N.S.

......... Petitioner
P Versus
The State of Bihar -~ o ... Opposite Party
Appearance : :
For the petitioner : Sri Laleshwar Kr..Singh, Kundan Kr., Manish
Kr. Piyush, Ld. Adv.
For the State : Sri Ramnath Mahto, Ld. A.P.P.

14.0.7.2026

Order

“1. The regular bail petition _o_fs*“t'h:e petitioner-Indrajit Kumar @

Chbtﬁ, ‘Who=is=in c'usto.dy since 28.03.2026, in aforesaid case,

Patepur P.S. Case No. 291/2025, U/ss — 308(4), 3(5) B.N.S.

2. The Ld. Advocate on behalf of the petitioner pressed the regular
bail petition and submitted that, no petition for anticipatory or regular
bail on behalf of the petitioner has been previously to this case. That
the petitioner has the following criminal antecedents: (i) Patepur P.S.
Case No. 218/23, (ii) Patepur P.S. Case No. 273/25, (iii) Baligaon
P.S. Case No. 159/24. That the petitioner has been in judicial custody
since 28.03.2026. That the petitioner is innocent and has committed
no offence whatsoever. That the prosecution’s story is false,
concocted and baseless. That the petitioner categorically denies all
allegations made by the prosecution. That the present F.I.LR. is not
based on actual facts; the petitioner never made any extortion demand
to the informant. That the petitioner has no role or involvement in the
alleged occurrence but has been falsely implicated due to the

influence of enemies. That the petitioner has no concern or connection
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with the mobile phone or number mentioned in the allegations. That
there is no bonafide evidence against the petitioner to support the
charge of extortion. That as per the F.I.LR. no case under the BNSS is

acutally made out against the petitioner. That the petitioner previously

prayed=for bail beforethe.Court of ACIM-13, but the prayer was

“irejected. That the petitioner is'."::"fEa(___jy to abide by any conditions

imposed by this Hon’ble Court and“there is no chance of him
absconding or tampering with evidence. That the petitioner is a man
of means and is ready to furnish seund and suitable bailors to the

satisfaction of the Hon’ble Court.

3. The Ld. A.P.P. opposed the regular b_gu'-l' .petition, and submitted that

"\ |the petitioner is named in the FIR and after investigation chargesheet

has-been submitted.

4. As per written application of the informant-Uttam Kumar, the
prosecution’s case in short is that, informant currently run his paan
shop next to Bharat Petrol Pump, Patepur. On 01.09.2025, accused
Indrajit Kumar @ Chotu, through phone of Manish Kumar @ Bucchi,
demanded Rs. 2,50,000/- as extortion money and threatened to kill
him if the amount was not paid. The accused also threatened to falsely
implicate the complainant in a criminal case by claiming that he had
instigated on the S.H.O. on 02.09.2025, the accused again contacted
the complainant through whatsapp messages, calls and a voice
recording from mobile number 8873730765, reiterating the demand
and threatending to shoot him at his shop if the money was not paid
within an hour. The complainant states that he is living in fear, alleges
that the accused is a habitual criminal with several criminal cases, and
has submitted the audio recording on a pen drive along with the

complaint. Accordingly, the complainant seeks registration of an FIR
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against Indrajit Kumar @ Chotu and Manish Kumar @ Bucchi, along

with appropriate legal action and protection of his life and property.

5. Heard both the parties. Perused the L.C.R., C.D. and

supplemeftitary C.D.;™the..accused-petitioner is in custody since

728.03:2026, cognizance of the“effence has been taken by Ld.

A.C.J.M.- XIII against co-acecused oft___his case. Earlier co-accused
Manish Kumar @ Bucchi of this-case hds been granted bail by Ld.
A.C.J.M.-XIII, vide order dt. 20.01.2026. After investigation police

has been submitted chargesheet against this petitioner.

6. Hence, in the light of above said, I am_-ﬁihclined to grant privilege of

regular bail to this accused petitioqerfthe same is hereby, allowed. It

| Is«erdered that accused-petitionéfr}be enlarged on bail on furnishing of

bail bond Rs. 10,0007— (ten thousand) with two sureties of the like

amount each to the satisfaction of the Ld. Court below. Subject to
filing of undertaking about his criminal antecedent and that he will

fully co-operate in trial.

7. O/C will send the copy of this order along with L.C.R. to concerned

Ld. Court below for kind information and needful.

8. The Steno is directed to upload the order on the C.L.S.

District & Addl. Sessions Judge-III,
Vaishali at Hajipur,
14.07.2026




