
IN THE COURT OF SRI RAJ NARAYAN NIGAM, DISTRICT & ADDITIONAL SESSIONS JUDGE- I,
BHAGALPUR

Bail Petition No. 351/2026
(Arising out of Bhagalpur Mahila P.S. Case No. 12/2024)

U/s 376, 420, 323, 504, 506/34 IPC.
Akshay Yadav versus The State of Bihar

Akshay Yadav , aged about 21 yrs, S/o- Sheetal Yadav @ Mukesh Kr. Yadav
R/o- Dahua Lakariya Mod, P.S- Sharawan, District-Deoghar, Jharkhand.

         ........Petitioner

 Versus
The State of Bihar     ..........Opposite Party

For the Petitioner : Md. Irfan Ali Khan, Advocate.         
For the State          : Mr. Vijay Kumar Singh, Additional P.P.
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22-04-2026 The accused-petitioner  Akshay Yadav who is in custody since  07-03-2026 has

filed this  bail  petition in  connection with  Bhagalpur Mahila P.S.  Case No.  12/2024

registered under Sections 376, 420, 323, 504, 506/34 IPC. 

On behalf  of  the  petitioner  a  certificate  has  been  given  in  Para  2 of  the  bail

petition that earlier an ABP 2163/2024 was rejected vide order dt. 27.09.2024. Thereafter,

Anticipatory bail of the petitioner was also rejected by Hon’ble High Court, Patna vide

Cri. Misc. 26255/2025. Apart from this the petitioner has not filed any bail petition in any

form on previous occasion either in the court of Learned Sessions Judge, Bhagalpur or

before the Hon’ble High Court, Patna. Further, the petitioner bears no criminal antecedent

as per para 3 of bail petition.

        The prosecution story as per the written application of the informant-cum-victim

Nanki Devi, is that she along with her husband lived in Gujarat and did work of labourer

and there she met with Akshay Yadav petitioner. Some how he Akshay Yadav her the

mobile number and started talking with her. After that, in the year 2022 she along with

her  husband  returned  to  Bhuvalpur,  and  Akshay  Kumar  traced  out  her  address  and

reached at  her  home at  Bhuvalpur,  and  Akshay Kumar entered  into  her  room in  the

absence of her husband and committed rape with her. Akshay Kumar had also recorded

her objectionable video and threatened her to make her video viral if she will make noise.

After that, Akshay Kumar committed rape with her several times by blackmailing her and

Akshay Kumar also  started forcing her  to  establish physical  relations  with his  friend

Ranjit Yadav, and when she opposed he threatened to make her objectionable video viral.

She further alleged that on 18.12.2023 Akshay Yadav, Pradip Yadav and Ranjit Yadav
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came at her home and started forcing her, and

on protest they cut her wrist with knife. She further alleged that on 13.12.2023, informant

went to the house of Akshay Kumar where the family of Akshay Kumar namely Sukhdev

Yadav and Rajesh Yadav assaulted her and broken her mobile. Thereafter, she informed

the police and the police called Akshay Kumar at the police station where Akshay Kumar

compromised with her, and after that Akshay Kumar had taken her to Surat from the

police Station by making her his wife and in Surat Akshay Kumar used to threat, assault

and  tried  to  commit  rape  with  her,  so  on  06.02.2023  she  returned  to  her  home and

narrated the entire incident to her husband. Hence, the instant FIR.

 The learned counsel for the petitioner submitted that the petitioner is innocent and

has committed  no offence as alleged in the FIR and has falsely been implicated in this

case and he is involved in this case just on the basis of suspicion. He further submitted

that the petitioner is in custody since 07-03-2026. On the above mentioned ground, it is

prayed that the petitioner be enlarged on bail.

 The  Learned  Additional  Public  Prosecutor  for  the  state  duly  assisted  by  Ld.

Counsel on behalf of informant opposed the prayer for bail.

Heard both sides and perused the case record and case diary. Victim in her re-

statement mentioned in para-2 of the case dairy have reiterated the prosecution story.

Witnesses in para-3, 4 have also supported the prosecution case. Victim in her statement

recorded U/s 164 CrPC has stated that she along with her husband lived in Gujarat and

did work of labourer and there she met with Akshay Yadav petitioner who some how took

her mobile number and started talking with her. After that, in the year 2022 she along

with her husband returned to Bhagalpur, and Akshay Kumar traced out her address and

reached at her home at Bhagalpur. In the absence of her husband he showing the fear of

knife entered into her room, stuffed clothes in her mouth and committed rape with her. He

also recorded her objectionable video and threatened her if she will  narrate about the

same the said video would be made viral, he fled away and thereafter two-three boys

namely Pradeep Yadav, Ranjeet Yadav along with petitioner Akshay Yadav and stated that

both friends duly satisfied and thereafter Akshay Yadav again committed rape with her

and his both friends also tried to force her but but they were unsuccessful. Then they cut

her wrist by knife and when she went to petitioner’s house. From perusal of case record it
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appears that charge-sheet has been submitted against other co-accused persons  and in

which petitioner has been declared absconder. Moreover, there is direct allegation  against

the petitioner. 

Having considered the facts and circumstances of the case, nature of allegations

made  against  the  petitioner,  gravity  of  offence  and  the  fact  that  there  is  direction

allegation against this petitioner, this court  is of the opinion that the petitioner is not

entitled to grant of bail. Hence, this Bail Application is Rejected.

 SD/-

         District & Additional Sessions Judge I

      Bhagalpur.

                                   


