
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS No.21120 of 2026

Arising Out of PS. Case No.-382 Year-2025 Thana- BHARGAMA District- Araria
======================================================

1. Md. Naushad S/o Hameed R/o village - Birnagar Paschim, Ward No. 6, Tola
Kadwaha, P.S. Bhargama, District - Araria

2. Md. Injar Son of Tuntun R/o village - Birnagar Paschim, Ward No. 6, Tola
Kadwaha, P.S. Bhargama, District - Araria

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar 

2. Asmina D/o - Md. Israil R/o village -Birnagar Paschim, Ward No. 2 Tola
Khalilabad, P.S. Bhargama, District - Araria

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Md Naushaduzzoha, Advocate 
For the State :  Mr.Kumar Veerendra Narayan, APP
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SANDEEP KUMAR

ORAL ORDER

2 02-04-2026 Heard learned counsel for the petitioners and learned

APP for the State. 

2.  The  petitioners  seek  bail  in  connection  with

Bhargama P.S. Case No. 382 of 2025 registered for the offence

punishable under Section 64 of the Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita. 

3.  The  petitioners  are  accused  of  committing  rape

with the victim. 

4. The petitioners are in custody since 11.12.2025. 

5.  Learned  counsel  for  the  petitioners  has  taken  a

number of ground including the absence of any sign of rape at

the place of occurrence. 
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6.  Considering  the  direct  allegation  against  the

petitioners, I am not inclined to grant bail to the petitioners for

the present. 

7. Accordingly, the application stands dismissed with

liberty to the petitioners to renew their prayer for bail after the

informant-victim is examined in the trial.  

8. It is, however, clarified that the observations made

herein  are  limited  to  the  adjudication  of  the  present  bail

application and shall not prejudice the case of the petitioners at

any subsequent stage of the trial and this Court has not express

any opinion on the merits of the case.        
    

P. Kumar

                                                           (Sandeep Kumar, J)
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