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In the Court of iilstrict(l& A<‘ul Sessions Juclge—I[I, Begusarai
Presiding Judge: Brajesh Kumar Singh

A.B.A No-172/2026
(Arising out of Matihani P.S Case No-163/2025)

In the matter of:-
Nikhil Kumar, aged about-22 Yrs, s/o-Mohan Mahto, r/o-vill-Hampur Baswan,

P.S-Matihani, District-Begusarai

........ Petitioner
State b Bihar s einion AR SHEDUIE SSRTEHRE AR T, il Prosecution
Ld. Counsel for the petitioner- Sri. Lalan Kumar
Ld. Counsel for the State- Sri. Ram Prakash Y. ’
Ld. counsel for the informant-Sri. Srikrishna Mishra,
L The bail application under section 482 of the Bharat Nagrik Suraksha

Sanhita (“BNSS™) on behalf of the accused-Nikhil Kumar has been preferred
inasmuch as he has been apprehending his arrest in connection with Matihani
P.S. Case No-163/2025 registered for the offences under sections 108, 61(2) and
3(5) of the Bharatiya Nyay Sanhita, 2023 (“B.N.S”).

2. The prosecution story is based on written report of one, Manju Devi
(informant) in which she has alleged that her daughter, namely, Lali Kumari was
abducted by the accused persons, namely, Md. Arman, Md. Mahboob and
Nikihil Kumar (petitioner) on 01.09.2025 in the early morning. As per the
informant, the information regarding the fact of abduction has been given to the
police, and police acted with promptitude, and recovered the daughter of the
informant from the railway station wherein she was being planned to be taken to
Delhi with the above said persons, and thereafter, daughter of the informant,
after lot of persuation, was brought in house. Unfortunately, daughter of the
informant committed suicide in the evening on the same day inside her parrents’
house. Therefore, the FIR was filed with the allegations that the above said three
accused persons have called her multiple times, and perusaded her to commit

sucide.

3. .d. Counsel for the petitioner has submitted that mobile number, which
has been alleged to be of the petitioner was not actually that of the petitioner,

therefore, this petitioner has no role.

4. Having perused the record, I find that on 01.09.2025, the deceased-girl
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was allegedly abducted by the above said accused persons, including the
petitioner, and when she was caught by the police, and brought to home, then
she committed suicide in the evening of the same day. It has also come in the
record, the deceased has received mutiple calls on her mobile from the mobile
numbers of the accused persons, inch1ding this petitioner during the intervening
period. Even though the mobile number is not allegedly that of the petitioner, It
is not uncommon to use the sim/mobile number issued in the name of the some
other person. The name of this petitioner has come as one of the abductors of
deceased-girl, who committed suicide in the evening as she has been
unsuccessful, inasmuch as she was caught from the railway station. The names
of the accused persons, including this petitioner has been prominently taken in
the said abudction, I believe custodial interrogation is requied, hence, I do not
find prudent to confer the privilege of anticipptory bail to this petitioner. Hence
his pre-arrest bail application is hereby rejected.
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Jfrajesh Kumar Singh)
Addl. S. J.-III, Begusarai



