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15-10-2025

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.40077 of 2025

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-78 Year-2025 Thana- CHAND District- Kaimur (Bhabua)

Vipin Kumar @ Vikash Kumar S/O Phulchand Yadav R/vill.- Murhi, PS-
Chainpur, Dist.- Kaimur

...... Petitioner/s
Versus

The State of Bihar

Indrawati Devi W/O Babulal Yadav R/O Vill.- Kaloura, P.s.- Chand, Dist.-
Kaimur

...... Opposite Party/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Rakesh Kumar Mishra, Advocate
For the Opposite Party/s : Mr. Yogendra Kumar, APP

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RUDRA PRAKASH
MISHRA
ORAL ORDER

Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned
APP for the State.

2. The petitioner seeks bail in connection with Chand
P.S. Case No. 78 of 2025 instituted for the offences under
Section 87 of the Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita, 2023.

3. The prosecution case, in brief, is that on 25.03.2025
at about 9 A.M., the informant’s daughter went to school and did
not return home. Upon inquiry, it was learnt that she had gone
with the petitioner, who was also missing from his house since

the previous day.
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4. Learned counsel for the petitioner submitted that the
petitioner has falsely been implicated in the present case.
Learned counsel further submitted that the petitioner has been
named in this case merely on the basis of suspicion when victim
was found missing from her home. Learned counsel further
submitted that petitioner never kidnapped the victim. It has been
submitted on behalf of the petitioner that the petitioner is in
custody since 08.05.2025 and has no criminal antecedent.

5. Learned A.P.P. for the State has vehemently
opposed the prayer for grant of bail to the petitioner stating that
victim in her statement recorded under Section 183 of the
Bharatiya Nagarika Suraksha Sanhita, 2023 has supported the
case of the prosecution.

6. Considering the aforesaid facts and circumstances
of the case as also Section 183 BNSS statement of the victim,
this Court 1s not inclined to grant bail to the petitioner at this
stage.

7. Accordingly, the prayer for grant of bail to the
petitioner is, hereby, rejected.

8. Learned Trial Court is directed to expedite the trial.

9. However, liberty is granted to the petitioner to

renew the prayer for grant of bail before the Trial Court if the
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trial is not concluded within a period of six months from today.

(Rudra Prakash Mishra, J)

Alok Verma/-
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