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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

ANTICIPATORY BAIL APPLICATION NO.1039 OF 2026

Niket Bhavesh Adhia : Applicant.
Versus
State of Maharashtra and anr. : Respondents.

Ms. Falguni Brahmbhatt a/w Mr. Girish Palav for the
Applicant.

Ms. Anagha Deshmukh, APP for the Respondent/State.

Mr. Amit Singh a/w Adv. Ashlesha Suryawanshi i/by Sahil
Chaudhary for Respondent No.2.

PI Mayadevi S Kalgave, Mulund Police Station present..

CORAM : ASHWIN D. BHORBE, J.
DATED : 29 APRIL 2026
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1. By the present Application, the Applicant seeks pre-
arrest bail, apprehending arrest in FIR No. 203 of 2026, dated
26 February 2026, registered with Mulund Police Station,
Mumbai (FIR), for the offence punishable under Section 69 of
the Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita, 2023.

2. The FIR is registered on the basis of the complaint
lodged by Respondent No. 2 (Prosecutrix). Respondent No. 2

alleges that she was employed as a caretaker in the Applicant's
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house. She further alleges that the Applicant, under the
pretext of a false promise to marry, had a physical relationship
with her. Respondent No. 2 further alleges that the Applicant

committed the offence of rape.

3. Ms. Falguni Brahmbhatt learned Advocate for the
Applicant, submits that the allegations made by Respondent
No.2 against the Applicant are false and malicious. She
submits that upon the filing of the FIR, Respondent No.1
investigated the allegations contained therein and found them
to be false. She refers to and relies on the Reply dated 25™
March 2026, filed by Respondent No.1 before the Court of
Sessions in Anticipatory Bail Application No.458 of 2006 (at
Exhibit-E, page 40 of the paper book). She submits that the
filing of the FIR is an attempt to extort money from the
Applicant and his family. She submits that there is not even an
iota of evidence to implicate the Applicant in the FIR. She,

therefore, requests bail in anticipation.

4. Ms. Anagha Deshmukh learned APP for the
Respondent/State, by referring to the Reply dated 25™ March
2026 (at Exhibit E, page 40 of the paper book) filed by the
Investigating Officer, and more particularly to page 42,
submits that the allegations made by Respondent No.2 were
found to be unsubstantiated. Respondent No.1, in the said

reply, has stated as follows:
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5. Ms. Anagha Deshmukh, learned APB on instructions
from the Investigating Officer, by relying on the said contents
of the Rely dated 25™ March 2026 filed before the Sessions
Court, submits that the custodial interrogation of the
Applicant is not required. She, on instructions, further states

that the Applicant has been cooperating in the investigation.

6. Mr. Amit Singh learned Advocate for Respondent No.2,
submits that the investigation conducted by Respondent No.1
is improper. He submits that Respondent No.1 has not
conducted the investigation in the manner required and has
withheld vital information. He further submits that the
Applicant comes from a very influential family and therefore,
the grant of pre-arrest bail to the Applicant would cause

serious prejudice to Respondent No.2.
7.  Perused the Record.

8. The reply dated 25 March 2026, filed by Respondent
No. 1 in Anticipatory Bail Application No.458 of 2026, prima
facie raises doubts as to the occurrence of the offence. The
CCTV footage and the statements of the witnesses referred to
in the reply dated 25™ March 2026 do not support the
allegations made by Respondent No.2. Applicant is said to
have cooperate with the investigation. The Investigation

Officer has stated that the Applicant's custodial interrogation
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is not required. Considering the facts mentioned above, this is

a fit case for granting pre-arrest bail to the Applicant.

9. In view of above, this Anticipatory Bail Application
No0.1039 of 2026 is allowed on the following terms :-

(a) In the event of arrest of the Applicant in FIR No.203
of 2026 dated 26 February 2026 registered with
Mulund Police Station, Mumbai, the Applicant shall
be released on bail on furnishing a PR bond in the
sum of Rs. 25,000/- (Rupees Twenty Five Thousand
only) with one or two local sureties in the like

amount.

(b) Applicant shall report to the Investigating Officer,
Mulund Police Station, Mumbai, as and when

required by the Investigating Officer.

(c) Applicant shall not directly or indirectly make any
inducement, threat or promise to any person/s
acquainted with the facts of the case to dissuade
such person/s from disclosing the facts to the Court

or any police officer.

(d) Applicant shall not tamper with evidence in any

manner.

(e) Applicant shall provide the Investigation Officer with
his residential address along with proof, his contact

number, email and must inform the Investigating
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Officer of any changes to this information from time

to time.

(f) Applicant shall cooperate with the Investigating
Officer in the process of investigation of the present

Crime.

10. Anticipatory Bail Application No0.1039 of 2026 is
disposed of.

(ASHWIN D. BHOBE, J.)



