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IN THE COURT OF SANDEEP CHAUHAN, D/ADDITIONAL
SESSIONS JUDGE, NUH - UID (HR-0271)

CIS No. BA-1720-2026

Date of Institution: 04.06.2026
CNR No.HRNUO01-005474-2026
Date of Decision : 12.06.2026

Shahrukh Khan, aged 27 years, son of Asraf, resident of village Udaka, PS
Rojka Meo, District Nuh.

......Applicant/accused Versus

State of Haryana through Public Prosecutor
...Respondent

FIR No. 95 dated 05.06.2025
Under Sections : 136 E.C Act
Police Station:  Rojka Meo, Nuh

1" APPLICATION FOR GRANT OF REGULAR
BAIL U/S 483 BNSS

Present: Shri Mohd. Tarif, Advocate for applicant/accused
Shri Kartikaiy, Assistant Public Prosecutor for the State.

ORDER

This order shall decide the first regular application on behalf of
applicant-accused Shahrukh Khan for grant of regular bail.
2. Succinctly, case of prosecution is that an application was
moved by SDO DHBVN against Shahrukh, Aabid and Dulli regarding theft
of cable from water supply tank and theft of cable of tubewell from
Mahender. Water supply of village Rahuka, Hilalpur, Udaka remained closed
while electricity board suffer lost of Rs.1 lakh 70 thousand. On this basis
present FIR was lodged. On 29.06.2025, Aabid @ Teed was arrested. On

29.05.2026, Sahil @ Dulli was arrested and Shahrukh khan were arrested.

(Sandeep Chauhan)
D/ASJ, Nuh.12.06.2026
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Accused suffered their disclosure statements that they sold their cable for
30000/- and all of them got Rs. 10000/- each which they had already spent.
Thereafter, Section 238 BNSS was added. After completion of investigation
challan was filed.

3. Reply to the bail application filed.

Learned counsel for the applicant-accused has submitted that
petitioner-accused is an innocent person who has been falsely implicated.
There is delay of five days in lodging of the complaint. Nothing is required to
be recovered from his possession. Co-accused Aabid @ Teed has been
admitted to bail vide order 30.07.2025 passed by Ms. Renu Rana, LD. ASJ,
Nuh. Thus, he prayed that the petitioner-accused be granted the concession
of bail.

4, Said submissions were highly opposed by learned PP, who
argued that argued that FIR is by name against the accused. Not only cable
from water supply tank but cable of tubewell from Mahender was also stolen.
Mahender has given complaint to electricity department. His statement

recorded separately. Thus, he prayed that the bail application be dismissed.

5. I have heard learned counsel for the parties and perused the
records.
6. Applicant is in custody since 29.05.2026. Investigation is over

and challan has been filed. Co-accused Aabid is already on bail. No stolen
property has been recovered from the possession of accused neither there is
any eye witness to the incident in question. Trial of the case would take

some time and no fruitful purpose would be served by keeping applicant

(Sandeep Chauhan)
D/ASJ, Nuh.12.06.2026
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behind bars. As such without getting anything upon merits of the case,
present application is allowed. Applicant-accused Shahrukh Khan be
admitted to regular bail subject to his furnishing bail bonds and surety bonds
in the sum of Rs.1,00,000/- with one surety in the like amount to the
satisfaction of learned Trial Court/Duty Magistrate concerned.

A copy of this order be sent to learned Area/Duty Magistrate,
concerned under the signature of Reader of this Court.

Papers be consigned to record room after due compliance.

Announced in open Court. (Sandeep Chauhan)
12.06.2026 D/ Additional Sessions Judge,
Nuh - UID-HR0271

Note: This order consists of three pages and each
page has been checked and signed by me.

(Sandeep Chauhan)
D/Additional Sessions Judge,
Nuh — UID-HRO0271

(Nishita Stenographer, I1I)

(Sandeep Chauhan)
D/ASJ, Nuh.12.06.2026



