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THE GAUHATI HIGH COURT
(HIGH COURT OF ASSAM, NAGALAND, MIZORAM AND ARUNACHAL PRADESH)

Case No. : Crl.Rev.P./54/2026

NABANITA BURA GOHAIN

C/O SIVA PRASAD BORA

VILL- KAHI KUCHIP.O. AZARA,P.S. AZARA, DIST. KAMRUP, ASSAM, PIN-
781037.

VERSUS

THE STATE OF ASSAM
REPRESENTED BY THE PP, ASSAM

Advocate for the Petitioner : MR M H AHMED, R BEGUM,MR N ZAMAN

Advocate for the Respondent : PP, ASSAM,

BEFORE
HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJESH MAZUMDAR

ORDER
09.03.2026

Heard Mr. N. Zaman, learned counsel for the petitioner. Also heard Mr. R.J.
Baruah, learned APP for the State.

The learned APP has submitted that, as per the report submitted by the

Investigating Officer, the vehicle is no longer required for further investigation in
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connection with Mukalmua P.S. Case No. 252/2025. Accordingly, the petitioner is
directed to appear before the Investigating Officer on 12.03.2026, and upon
submission of proper documents regarding the ownership of the vehicle, the
same shall be released to him. The petitioner shall execute a bond of Rs.
10,000/- undertaking to produce the vehicle as and when required during the
trial in connection with Mukalmua P.S. Case No. 252/2025.

It is observed that the vehicle was seized on 09.10.2025, whereas the
Mukalmua P.S. Case No. 252/2025 relates to an incident which allegedly
occurred on 20.11.2025. From the records available with this petition, it appears
that on the said date the vehicle was already in the custody of the police

authorities of Adabari Out Post under Mukalmua Police Station.

The Investigating Officer shall furnish a detailed report explaining how the
vehicle, which was seized on 09.10.2025, is connected with the offence
allegedly committed on 20.11.2025. The Investigating Officer shall also state in
the report whether, after seizure of the vehicle, the same was kept in the
custody of the Police Station or whether it was allowed to be used by any
person during the period it remained under seizure. In case of an unsatisfactory

explanation, the concerned 10 may be required to appear personally to explain.
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