
The Court of Addl. Sessions Judge-I  st  , Kishanganj     
Anticipatory Bail Petition No. -  116/2026 

( Bahadurganj P.S. case  no.  -311/ 2025)

`
Present : Suresh Kumar Singh II
               Addl. Sessions Judge-Ist, Kishanganj 

Farid Alam
................. ( Petitioner)

   
 Vs. 

              The State of Bihar          .......................  (Opposite Party)

For the Petitioner :   Shri Imteyaz Ali                                            (Advocate )
For the State :   Sri Suren Prasad Saha                                    (  A.P. P.  )

29-07-2026  1.  Heard  learned counsel  for  the  petitioner  namely,
Farid Alam, who is apprehending his arrest in connection with Bahadurganj P.S.
case   no.-311/  2025, registered  u/s  126(2),  115(2),  191(2),  190,  76,  303(2),
109(1), 351(1), 352 of BNS.   Also heard learned P. P. for the State.  

2.  Prosecution case as per written application of the informant Anju Parveen
has that on 08.07.2025 at 06:00 PM due to domestic dispute all of the accused
persons including these petitioners assaulted her and her family members. The
accused persons abused and assaulted her and when her mother tried to save her
all of the accused persons including these petitioner also assaulted her mother and
Farid Alam allegedly attacked her mother from behind with a spade with intent to
kill due to which she sustained serious head injuries and tore her clothes and
snatched five bhari of silver ornaments.  When her elder sister roshan tried to
help she was also beaten,  her tooth was broken and an attempt was made to
strangulate her. The accused persons threatened to kill all of them with spade and
thrown their bodies into the river if anyone tried to intervene. After halla villagers
came their  and taken way them to the hospital  for treatment.  On the basis  of
written application of the informant Bahadurganj P.S. Case NO. 311/2025 was
registered.   

 3. Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioner submitted that the
petitioner has not committed any offence. Allegations against the petitioner in the
FIR  are  totally  false,  fictitious,  concocted  and  far  from  truth.  Civil  dispute
between both the parties. The petitioner has falsely been implicated in this case
due to land dispute. Allegations against the petitioner are omnibus. All sections
are bailable except 76, 303(2), 109(1) BNS. The allegations of 76 BNS is not
specific against the petitioner. Allegation U/s 303(2) BNS is imaginary as far
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from truth.   The Petitioner’s  father  Md.  Sultan  had also filed  a  case bearing
Bahadurganj P.S. Case NO. 312/2025 against the informant and his associates. 

 
4. Learned P. P. has opposed the prayer for bail and prayed to disposes the
anticipatory bail petition. 

5. From perusal of record it  transpires that there is allegation against this
petitioner  that  he  abused  and  assaulted  the  informant  and  thrown her  on  the
ground. When her mother came to save her then accused persons also assaulted
her and torn her cloths. They took silver moon of five bhar from the mother of the
informant.  There is  specific allegation against Farid Alam is that he assaulted
with spade on the head of the mother of the informant due to which she sustained
injury on her head and she became unconscious. When sisters of the informant
Roshan came to save then accused persons also assaulted her and broken her
teeth. From perusal of injury report attached with the case dowry it transpires that
mother of the informant has sustained injury of right side of scalp size 2”x2”x1”.
Injury of Roshan is blunt head trauma with loss of consciousness for 10 minutes
and injury of Anju Parween is bruise on left arm and injuries are simple in nature.
Allegations against this petitioner is of assault of the informant and her family
members  due  to  which  four  persons  have  sustained  injuries.  Considering  the
nature of allegation, it is not fit for anticipatory bail.
 
6. Considering  the  aforesaid  facts  and  circumstances  and  nature  of
allegation, this court does not find it to be a fit case for extending the privilege of
anticipatory bail to the petitioner and as such the prayer for anticipatory bail of
the petitioner Farid Alam is hereby rejected.                  

                                  
        Dictated

Sd/-

 Suresh Kumar Singh II  
             Addl. Sessions Judge-1st

                                                                                           Kishanganj
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