
Page No.# 1/4

GAHC010000432026

       2026:GAU-AS:3769

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

Case No. : Bail Appln./32/2026         

MAISNAM RITEN KUMAR SINGH 
S/O SHRI MAISNAM IBATON SINGH R/O 502, GUNJAN JAYSHREE ENCLAVE
NARIKOLBARI, P.S.- GEETANAGAR, GUWAHATI-781024, DISTRICT - 
KAMRUP(M), ASSAM

VERSUS 

CENTRAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
REPRESENTED BY STANDING COUNSEL, CBI

Advocate for the Petitioner     : MR. M BISWAS, A GHOSAL,A SAIKIA 

Advocate for the Respondent : SC, CBI,  

                                                                                      

:: BEFORE ::

(HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE PARTHIVJYOTI SAIKIA)
                                                          

Advocate(s) for the Petitioner             :        Mr. M. Biswas,

                                                                   Advocate.    

 

Advocate(s) for the Opposite Party     :        Ms. M. Kumari,

                                                                   S.C., C.B.I.
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Date on which judgment is reserved   :        10.02.2026. 

Date of pronouncement of judgment   :        16.03.2026. 

 

Whether the pronouncement is of the 

operative part of the judgment?          :        YES.

 

Whether the full judgment has been 

pronounced?                                      :        YES.

 

J U D G M E N T (CAV)

Heard  Mr.  M.  Biswas,  the learned counsel  appearing  for  the petitioner.  Also

heard Ms. M. Kumari, the learned Standing Counsel, C.B.I.

2.      This  is  an  application  under  Section  483  of  the  BNSS,  2023,  whereby  the

petitioner  Maisnam Riten  Kumar  Singh  who  was  arrested  in  connection  with  FIR

No.RC01725A0012 under Sections 61(2) of the BNS, 2023 read with Section 7, 7A, 8,

9, 10 and 12 of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988. 

3.      M/s. Mohan Lal Jain was constructing the 4-Lane highway of National Highway

No.37 between Demow and Moran Bypass. The work was scheduled to be completed

by  July,  2024.  But  the  work  was  not  completed.  Therefore,  M/s.  Mohan Lal  Jain

decided to apply for grant of extension of time as well as for a completion certificate.

Accordingly, they applied. 

4.      The partner  of  the said  firm namely,  Binod Kumar  Jain  and Amit  Jain  have

decided to come to Guwahati to meet the present petitioner Maisnam Riten Kumar

Singh who was working as the Executive Director and R.O. of NHIDCL at Guwahati. 

5.      The respondent CBI came to know that partners of the said firm would be paying

bribe to the petitioner to get those certificates. Therefore, a trap was laid. 
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6.      On 14.10.2025, Binod Kumar Jain handed over a cash amount of ₹10 lacs to the

petitioner Maisnam Riten Kumar Singh in his office chamber. Money was immediately

recovered by the CBI team.  

7.      Mr. Biswas has submitted that demand is the sine qua non of the offence under

Section 7 of the Prevention of Corruption Act. According to Mr. Biswas, the petitioner

never demanded money from Binod Kumar Jain.

8.      Mr. Biswas has submitted that Binod Kumar Jain who was also arrested in this

case has already been released on bail by this Court. Mr. Biswas further submitted that

the petitioner is a patient of hypertension and type 2 diabetes. 

9.      The learned counsel Mr. Biswsas has submitted that the petitioner was never

caught red handed while accepting the money. Mr. Biswas has submitted that in this

case, the provision of law as laid down in Section 7 of the Prevention of Corruption Act

is not attracted. 

10.    Ms. Kumari has submitted that the petitioner Maisnam Riten Kumar Singh was

caught red handed while accepting the bribe in lieu of issuing extension of time and

work completion certificate. Ms. Kumari has submitted that the house of the petitioner

was also searched and that unaccounted amount of ₹2,56,75,000/- was recovered.

For that purpose, another case being RC No.0172025A0013 was registered. 

11.    I have considered the submissions made by the learned counsel for both sides. 

12.    The trap team entered in the chamber of the petitioner Maisnam Riten Kumar

Singh after Binod Kumar Jain had handed over the money to him. Binod Kumar Jain

was also detained immediately and the money was recovered from the possession of

the petitioner. There are materials for a prima facie criminal case against the present

petitioner. 

13.    Thus,  this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  under  the  given  circumstances,  the

petitioner is not entitled to be released on bail. The bail application of the petitioner
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Maisnam Riten Kumar Singh is rejected and disposed of accordingly. 

                                                                                                                                      

                                                                                                                                       JUDGE

Comparing Assistant


