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UPMA010030212026
 In the Court of Sessions Judge, Mau.

Present:Sanjay Kumar Yadav-III, H.J.S.
Judicial Officer Code no.UP2023

 Bail Application no. 983 of 2026
Ajay Yadav & Anr. --Accused-applicants

Versus

State of U.P. --Opposite party

ORDER 

1. Present  application  for  bail  has  been  moved  on  behalf  of  accused
applicants Ajay Yadav and Awadhraj Rajbhar involved in case no. 0020 of
2026, for the offences punishable under Sections 3(5), 310(4), 310(2),
238(b)  B.N.S.,  within  the  territorial  jurisdiction  of  Police  Station
Kopaganj, District Mau.

2. The brief facts of the case as per FIR are that, on 13.01.2026, at 5.30
O’clock in the evening, applicants Jitendra Kumar Verma and Baijnath
Verma were coming from Pirhwal Turn after locking their jewellery shop. In
the way near fertilizer godown near village Tarhiwaon, four miscreants
tying their mouth by cloth on two motor cycles came and removed key of
bike and at gun point, they snatched ornaments of gold and silver and Rs.
20,000/-. Thereafter, they fled from the spot. On 24.01.2026 a posse
comitatus headed by Shri  Ravindra Nath Rai, Station Officer of  Police
Station  Kopaganj,  District  Mau,  on  the  information  of  sneak,  arrested
accused persons Sujit Yadav,  Ashwani Yadav alias Mohan Yadav, Rahul
Chauhan and  Amresh Chauhan and from their possession some of the
above looted ornaments and rupees were recovered. It is allegation on the
accused  applicants  that  they  have  hatched  conspiracy  to  commit  the
crime.

3. The  learned  counsel  for  the  accused-applicants  submits  that  accused
applicants are innocent and they have been falsely implicated in this case.
Accused applicants are not named in FIR and their names came into light
during course of investigation.  They were not present at the spot at the
time of incident. They were detained in jail in another case bearing case
crime no. 355/2025, for the offences punishable under Sections 61(1),
115(2), 351(3) B.N.S. and Section 3(2) S.C.& S.T. Act, Police Station
Mohammadabad Gohana, District Mau. No independent witness is cited to
the case. Accused applicants have been detained in jail since 13.02.2026.
Co-accused persons Anjali Yadav @ Ruchi, Vidya Devi, Ashish Yadav and
Shubham  Singh  have  been  granted  bail  by  this  Court.  In  the  case,
investigation has been completed and charge sheet has been filed.  He
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prayed for releasing them on bail.
4. The  learned  In-charge  District  Government  Counsel  (Crl.)  opposes  the

application  for  bail  and  submits  that  accused  applicants  have  hatched  the
conspiracy to commit such crime, due to which this offence was occurred. The
accused applicants committed grave offence.  He prayed for  dismissal  of  bail
application. 

5. It is alleged against the accused applicants that they have hatched conspiracy to
commit such crime. Accused applicants are not named in FIR. In the statement
of  co-accused  persons,  their  names  came  into  light.  Nothing  has  been
recovered from their possession. The accused applicants has been detained in
jail since 13.02.2026. Co-accused persons Anjali Yadav @ Ruchi, Vidya Devi,
Ashish Yadav and Shubham Singh have been granted bail by this Court. Charge
sheet has been filed. Considering the facts and circumstances of the case, role
of the accused applicants, filing of charge sheet and detention period, without
expressing opinion on the merits of the case, this Court finds it a fit case for
bail.

6. Hence, application for bail moved by the accused-applicants  Ajay Yadav and
Awadhraj Rajbhar is ,hereby, allowed and accused applicants are released on
bail on each of them executing a personal bond of Rs. 40,000/- and two
sureties  each in  the like  amount  to  the  satisfaction  of  the Magistrate
concerned on following conditions:-
1-They  shall  cooperate  in  trial  and  they  will  not  move  unnecessary
adjournment application.
2-The  accused  applicants  shall  not  directly  or  indirectly  make
inducement, threat or promise to any person, acquainted with  the  facts
of the case so as to dissuade him from disclosing such facts  to the
Court or tamper with the evidence.
3-The accused applicants shall not leave India without permission of the
Court.       
       (Sanjay Kumar Yadav-III)

ID UP2023
         Sessions Judge, Mau. 
Dated:June 06, 2026       
Typed by-Anil Kumar Srivastava, P.A.
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