IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.44470 of 2025

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-347 Year-2024 Thana- ARA MUFFSIL District- Bhojpur

1.  Gulshan Kumar Singh S/O Kumar Dhirendra Singh @ Kumar Dhirendra
R/O Village- Bhakura, PS- Ara Muffasil, District- Bhojpur

2. Bir Pratap Singh @ Biru Kumar Singh S/O Narayan Singh R/O Village-
Bhakura, PS- Ara Muffasil, District- Bhojpur

3. Bholu Singh S/O Hare Ram Singh R/O Village- Bhakura, PS- Ara Muffasil,
District- Bhojpur

4.  Ankit Kumar Singh S/O Rang Bahadur Singh R/O Village- Bhakura, PS-
Ara Muffasil, District- Bhojpur

...... Petitioner/s
Versus
The State of Bihar
...... Opposite Party/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Anil Kumar Singh, Advocate
For the Opposite Party/s : Ms. Nirmala Kumari, APP

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAMESH CHAND
MALVIYA
ORAL ORDER

2 16-07-2025 Heard learned counsel for the petitioners and
learned APP for the State.

2. Petitioners are in custody in a case registered for an
offence punishable Under Sections 191 (2), 118(1), 109, 74, 351
(2) of the B.N.S.

3. As per the allegations made in the FIR, the
petitioners have abused and assaulted the informant and her
family members due to which informant's husband sustained
knife causing injury upon his mouth and her father-in-law got

nose, lip and mouth injury due to which he became unconscious
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and fell down. It is further alleged that accused persons have
also assaulted the informant with lathi causing injury on her
waist.

4. Learned counsel for the petitioners submits that
petitioners are innocent and they have falsely been implicated in
this case. He further submits that both the parties are neighbour
and known to each other. He further submits that after the
alleged occurrence took place, the informant’s husband and her
father-in-law were admitted to the hospital and the doctor has
kept the nature of injury as reserve. He further submits that after
lodging of this case both the parties have come to the conclusion
to amicably settle the dispute arose between them through
compromise petition which has been signed by both the parties
and the said compromise petition is already placed on record as
Annexure-P/3. He further submits that petitioners have got clean
antecedent.

5. Learned APP for the State opposes the prayer for
bail of the petitioners.

6. On perusal of the First Information Report,
impugned order dated 12.06.2025, it appears that “a joint
compromise petition has also been filed by the parties which

shows that the petitioners have compromised the case with the
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informant and the injured. The informant and the injured are
also present and supports the averments made in the
compromise petition. The compromise petition is duly signed by
the parties and identified by their respective counsels.” So,
considering the aforesaid facts and circumstances of the case,
submission of the learned counsel for the petitioners and also
the fact that both the parties have amicably settled the dispute
arose between them and compromised the case and a certified
copy of the compromise is already on record which has been
produced by learned counsel for the petitioners, let the above
named petitioners be released on bail, on their furnishing bail
bonds of Rs.10,000/-(Ten thousand) each with two sureties of
the like amount each to the satisfaction of learned Additional
Chief Judicial Magistrate-VI, Bhojpur at Ara in connection with

Ara Muffasil P.S. Case No.347 of 2024.

(Ramesh Chand Malviya, J)



