IN THE COURT OF PRINCIPAL DISTRICT & SESSIONS JUDGE, SAHARSA
Dated, Saharsa, the 11" June 2026
Present:- Dinesh Sharma, Principal District & Session Judge, Saharsa
B.A. No. 327/2026 (Arising out of Nauhatta P.S. Case No. 81/2026)
Md. Aurangjeb ... Petitioner Vs State of Bihar

In the matter of :-
Md. Aurangjeb S/o0 Abdul Kayum
Resident of Nauhatta, Madarsha Tola, Ward No. 8, P.S. Nauhatta, District
Saharsa. ....Petitioner
Vs
State of Bihar L Opposite Party

Appearance :-

For the Petitioner  :- Sri Bijay Kumar Gupta, Legal Aid Defence Counsel
For the State :-  Sri Krishna Murari Prasad, Ld. P.P.
Sl. | Date of Order with the signature of the court Office action
No |proceeding taken with
date
11.06.2026 This bail petition has been filed on behalf

of the petitioner namely Md. Aurangjeb S/o
Abdul Kayum who is in custody since
08.04.2026 in connection with Nauhatta P.S.
Case No. 81/2026 registered under Sections
303(2), 317(2) of BNS, 2023.

2. Heard the arguments of the learned
counsel for the petitioner and the learned P.P. for
the State.

3. It is submitted by the learned counsel for
the accused petitioner that petitioner is in
custody since 08.04.2026. It is further submitted
that petitioner bears no criminal antecedent. It is
further submitted that petitioner is quite
innocent and has committed no offence and she
has falsely been implicated in this case. It is
further submitted that the alleged sections are
not applicable against the petitioner and she has
no manner of concern with the alleged incident.
It is further submitted that nothing has been
recovered from the possession of the petitioner
It is further submitted that petitioner is a man of
means and there is no chance of his absconding
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Loesee | OF tampering with the evidence and he is ready

to furnish sound sureties to the full satisfaction
of the court. Upon these grounds, the learned
counsel prays to grant bail to the petitioner.

4, On the other hand, the learned P.P. has
vehemently opposed the prayer of bail.

5. Rival submissions considered, Record
perused.
6.  The prosecution case, in short as per the

written report of informant Md. Asadullah is
that on 07.04.2026 at about 11:15 P.M. in the
night Md. Aurangjeb entered into his house and
stole a Vivo mobile worth Rs. 20,000/- kept on
the cupboard of the house. He saw running him
but he escaped. He also stolen Vivo Mobile
from the house of Md. Tanveer and a cycle from
the house of Janif Khan. It is further alleged that
the accused has already committed the crime
and the social level also a panchayti was held in
which he has admitted that he had not
committed such type of mistake in future.

7.  The petitioner is in custody since
08.04.2026 having clean past antecedent as
mentioned in para 20 of the case diary. Charge-
sheet has already been filed in this case. The
further custody of the petitioner is not required.
The purpose of bail is to secure the presence of
the accused to face trial.

8.  Considering the facts and circumstances
of the case, a case to grant bail to the petitioner
accused namely Md. Aurangjeb is made out.
Resultantly the prayer for bail is allowed. The
petitioner be released on bail subject to her
furnishing bail bonds in the sum of Rs. 10,000/-
(Ten Thousand) with two sureties in the like
amount to the satisfaction of the learned
Magistrate where the case is presently pending
further subject to the conditions as laid down
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1L06.2026 under Section 480(3) of the BNSS. Further

condition is that the petitioner shall remain
physically present on all the dates of hearing till
the charges are framed and thereafter shall remain
duly represented on each and every date of
hearing and shall appear physically as and when
directed by the learned trial court. If the petitioner
fails to abide by any terms and conditions, the
trial court shall be at liberty to cancel the bail
bond of the petitioner.

9.  With the above observation the petition
stands disposed of.

(Dictated)
Sd/-
(Dinesh Sharma)
Principal Sessions Judge,
Saharsa
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