In the Court of Sessions Judge, Supaul
A.B.A.-922/2026
(Arising out of Raghopur PS Case No:-36/2026)

07/07/2026

Upas Kumar @ Ramchandra Kumar, S/o- Bahadur Sharma, R/o- Gospur, Ward
No.01, PS- Karjain, District- Supaul;
................................................. Accused/Petitioner

StAte Of Bihar. e O.P.

Ld. Counsel for petitioner Sri. Raj Kumar Singh, Advocate.

Ld. APP Sri. Amar Kumar Das, for the State.

By this order we are going to dispose off the anticipatory bail application
filed on behalf of accused/ petitioner, namely Upas Kumar @ Ramchandra
Kumar, who is apprehending his arrest in connection with Raghopur PS Case
No.:— 36/26, u/s- 96 of B.N.S.

Ld. counsel for the accused/ petitioner argued that accused/ petitioner is
quite innocent and has committed no crime and he has falsely been implicated in
this case due to local village politics. He further submitted that accused/ petitioner
have not involving in any other case and having the clean antecedent. He further
submitted that the offence as alleged in FIR is not applicable against the
accused/petitioner. It is also submitted that accused/ petitioner is ready to abide by
the provisions of section 482 of B.N.S.S, so he may be admitted to the
anticipatory bail.

Ld. APP for the State strongly opposed the anticipatory bail application.

In brief, the prosecution story is that a written application was given by the
informant namely Manju Devi to the police of PS Raghopur, stating therein that
the accused Upash Kumar has kidnapped her daughter, aged about 17 years. The
informant further alleged that the accused persons namely Meena Kumari, Tunur
Sharma, Anshu Kumari, Ratani Devi, Juli Devi, Bahadur Sharma, Basant Kumar
Sharma, Shiv Kumar Sharma and Lalit Sharma have assisted the accused Upash
Kumar in taking away the daughter of informant. Thereafter, the informant tried to
search her daughter, but she has not been recovered so far.

Argument heard from both sides and perused the record as well as case
diary. On going through the case diary, it transpires that the police also recorded
the statement of the witnesses namely Kanhaiya Kumar and Nitish Kumar and
they have duly supported the prosecution case. As per para No.55 of the case
diary, the date of birth of the victim girl is 11.04.2008. This offence was

committed on 30.01.2026. Hence, on the day of the commission of the crime, the
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victim girl was below the age of 18 years. Though in her statement, the victim girl
has not made any allegation against this accused/ petitioner, but since the victim
girl was minor on the day of the commission of the crime. Hence, undue force and
inducement also cannot be ruled out and for the just conclusion of the
investigation, this accused/ petitioner must be duly interrogated. The allegation
against this accused/ petitioner is very serious in nature. The investigation of this
case is in primary stage. Tempering of the prosecution evidence by this accused/
petitioner is also cannot be ruled out.

Hence, keeping in mind the seriousness of the allegation, I find that the
accused/ petitioner is not entitled to get the benefit of anticipatory bail. As such,
the prayer of the anticipatory bail, on behalf of accused/ petitioner namely Upas
Kumar @ Ramchandra Kumar is hereby, Rejected.

Dictated
-Sd-
(Anant Singh)
Sessions Judge, Supaul




