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UPMA010030372026
In the court of Sessions Judge, Mau.
Present-Sanjay Kumar Yadav-III, HJS.

Judicial Officer Code no. UP 2023
           Application for Bail no. 991 of 2026
Kunwar Vipul Pratap Singh @ Shubham Singh

---Accused/applicant
versus

State of U.P. ---Opposite party.
ORDER

1. The  present  application  for  Bail  has  been  moved  on
behalf  of  the  accused-applicant  Kunwar  Vipul  Pratap
Singh @ Shubham Singh involved in case crime no. 0218
of  2026,  for  the  offences  punishable  under  sections
310(4), 310(5) B.N.S, within the territorial jurisdiction of
Police Station Ghosi, District Mau.

2. Heard the learned counsel for the accused-applicant as
well  as learned In-charge District Government Counsel
(Crl.) and perused the record.

3. The prosecution story in brief are that on 01.06.2026 at
about 2.30 O’clock in the night,  in  the limit  of  ahead
Asana canal culvert on Gofa Road, within the territorial
jurisdiction of Police Station Ghosi, District Mau a posse
comitatus  headed  by  Sub-Inspector  of  Police  Avinash
Kumar Yadav on the information of sneak, arrested Ashu
Yadav,  Danish  @ Dana,  Ankit  Pal,  Indrjeet  Yadav  and
Shubham Yadav making plan for committing dacoity and
from the possession of accused Ashu Yadav, one 32 bore
pistol along with one live cartridge 32 bore along with
one Oppo A-57 mobile, from the possession of accused
Danish alias Dana, one piece One Plus mobile along with
one piece country made pistol 315 bore and one piece
live cartridge 315 bore, from the possession of accused
Ankit  Pal,  Rs.300/-,  one  piece  plier,  one  piece  screw
driver, from the possession of accused Indrajeet Yadav,
one  piece  small  torch  one  long  cutter  and  from  the
possession of accused Shubham Yadav one piece torch
and Rs.400/- were recovered.

4. The learned counsel for the accused-applicant submits
that the accused applicant is innocent and he has been
falsely implicated in this case due to enmity. Noting has
been  recovered  from  his  possession.  The  prosecution
story is fake and concocted. From his possession only
one  small  torch  and  Rs.240/-  are  said  to  have  been
recovered.  He  has  been  detained  in  jail  since
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01.06.2026. He prayed for releasing him on bail.
5. The learned In-charge District Government Counsel (Crl.)

submits  that  the  accused  applicant  along  with  co-
accused  persons  were  arrested  by  the  Police  making
place  for  committing  dacoity.  From  the  possession  of
accused applicant,  one small  torch and Rs.400/-  have
been recovered by the Police. The accused applicant has
committed  grave  offence.  He  prayed  for  rejection  of
application for  bail.

6. It is allegations on the accused applicant that accused
applicant  with  his  associates,  was  arrested  making
preparation  for  committing  dacoity  and  from  his
possession,  one  piece  small  torch  and  Rs.400/-  were
recovered.  Recovery  was  denied  by  the  accused
applicant.  There  is  no  independent  witness  of  said
recovery.  The accused applicant has been detained in
jail  since  01.06.2026.  Considering  the  facts  and
circumstances  of  the  case,  detention  period  of  the
accused  applicant  and  nature  of  the  offence,  without
expressing any opinion on the merits of the case, this
Court finds it a fit case for  bail.

7. Hence, the application for bail moved by the accused-
applicant  Kunwar Vipul Pratap Singh @ Shubham Singh
is  ,hereby,  allowed and he is  released on  bail  on  his
executing  a  personal  bond  of  Rs.30,000/-  and  two
sureties  in  the  like  amount  to  the  satisfaction  of
Magistrate concerned on the following conditions:-
1-  He shall appear before the investigating officer as  
and when required. He shall also appear before the trial 
Court on each and every date and shall cooperate with 
the trial and he will not move unnecessary adjournment 
application.
2- The  accused  applicant  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  applicant  shall  not  leave  India  
without permission of the Court.

   (Sanjay Kumar Yadav-II)     
Dated:June 08, 2026               Sessions Judge,

           Mau.

Typed by-Anil Kumar Srivastava, P.A.
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