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      In the Court of Sessions Judge, East Champaran at Motihari.
                    Present:-

            Abhishek K. Das
       Sessions Judge,
       East Champaran, Motihari.

Anticipatory Bail Petition No.   1319 of 2026  

1. Faijan Ansari  @ Munna Ansari,  aged about 24  years,  S/o-  Idrish  
Ansari.
R/o- Village- Phajalpur Mahraula Tarai Bihar, Ward No. 25, Rudrapur  
Uham Singh Nagar, Uttrakhand. 

----------------------------Petitioner.
   Versus

The State of Bihar -----------------------------Opposite party.

Counsel for the Petitioner :- Sri Ankit Kashyap, Advocate.
Counsel for the State    :- Sri Khublal Prasad, Public Prosecutor.

20.04.2026
This  is  an  anticipatory  bail  petition  filed  on  behalf  of  petitioner,

namely, Faijan Ansari @ Munna Ansari, who is apprehending his arrest in connec-

tion with Motihari  Cyber P.S. Case No.  101 of 2025 U/S  318(4), 319(2), 338,

336(3), 340(2), 303(2) of Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita, 2023 and 66(C), 66(D) of I.T.

Act.

In para-2 of the anticipatory bail petition, it is mentioned that no

other anticipatory or regular bail petition has ever been filed on behalf of the

petitioner either in this Court or before the Hon’ble High Court, Patna.  In

para-3 of the  anticipatory bail  petition,  this  petitioner has  no criminal  an-

tecedent. 

As per  F.I.R.,  on  24.07.2024,  the  informant  Arsad  Ali  received  an

overseas job advertisement on Instagram from an account named “izhaan immigra-

tion.” After contacting the account, the accused persons Sadam Hussain, Faizan

Ansari @ Munna Ansari (petitioner) and Irdish Ansari induced him and his friends

to visit their office at Dum Dum, Kolkata, and promised to send them abroad for

employment under a scheme requiring rupees 10 lakh per person. Believing their

representation, the informant and three others deposited Rs. 21,75,000/- in the bank

account  of  accused  Sadam Hussain  bearing  no.923010066975956.  The accused

later sent overseas job related documents through speed post. However, on verifi-

cation  at  the  Delhi  Embassy  on  28.02.2025,  the  documents  were  found  to  be

forged. When the informant visited the Kolkata office, it was found closed and the

accused had absconded. Upon tracing them to their residence at Rudrapur, Uttarak-
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hand, and demanding refund, the accused allegedly assaulted, abused, and threat-

ened him with dire consequences.

The learned counsel for the petitioner has submitted that the petitioner

is innocent,  he has committed no offence, as alleged and  has falsely been impli-

cated in this case. The alleged date and and time of occurrence petitioner was not

present at the place of occurrence rather he was in Russia and to show the same pe-

titioner has annexing copy of Visa, Flight ticket and other documents.

The learned Public Prosecutor appearing on behalf of the State has op-

posed the prayer for bail.

Heard both sides and perused the record.  From perusal of record it

transpires that the petitioner is named in the F.I.R. with the allegation that the peti-

tioner including his associates doing forgery in the name of overseas employment

with the informant. As per para-50 of the case diary, five complaint registered on

the said account number in different States regarding money fraud, which details

mentioned in para-51, 52, 53, 54 and 55 of the case diary. As per para-12, 13, 14

and 15 of the case diary, the informant in his restatement and the victim witnesses

have supported the prosecution case. As per para-3 of the bail petition, the peti-

tioner has no criminal antecedent. The I.O. of the case has submitted the case diary

without submitting the criminal antecedents of the petitioner.

In the facts of the case as discussed above and keeping in view the na-

ture of allegation and gravity of offence, I am not inclined to give pre-arrest bail to

the petitioner.  Accordingly, the prayer for anticipatory bail  of petitioner  Faijan

Ansari @ Munna Ansari stands rejected.

Let a copy of this order be communicated to the Superintendent of

Police,  East  Champaran  at  Motihari  to  take  necessary  action  against  the

erring I.O., for non-submission of criminal antecedent of the accused in the

case diary.

     (Dictated)

         Sd/-

 Sessions Judge  
    East Champaran at Motihari

   20.04.2026


