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IN THE COURT OF ADDITIONAL SESSIONS JUDGE-2, JALNA

 CRIMINAL BAIL APPLICATION  NO. 162 OF 2026

Anwar Akbar Shaikh and
others                                                           .… Applicants/accused

V/s.

The State of Maharashtra                        .... Respondent/Prosecution

Appearance :
Shri.Sayyed Mujib, the learned advocate for the applicants
Smt.J.B.Solanke, the learned A.P.P. for the State

ORDER BELOW EXH.1
(Delivered on : 15.04.2026)

 The applicants/accused have preferred application under the

provision of Section 482 of the Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita, 2023

(hereinafter referred to as the “BNSS” for the sake of brevity), apprehending

arrest in Crime No.75/2026 registered with Badnapur police station under

Sections  118(1),  119(1),  324(2),  115(2),  352,  351(3),  189(2),  191(2),

191(3), 190 of the Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita, 2023 (hereinafter referred to as

the “BNS” for the sake of brevity).

02. As per the applicants/accused, injured Ajim Sayyed lodged

complaint  on  24.02.2026  being  admitted  in  Ojas  Hospital,  Jalna,

contending that he is residing at Manmad. The sister of his brother-in-
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law was residing at  Badnapur and her  husband is  expired.  There is

litigation pending between her and her in-laws. On 23.02.2026, there

was  Court  date  at  Badnapur  and  therefore,  he  along  with  Tasleem

Shaikh, Rukhsar Shaikh, Saniya Shaikh, Alim Shaikh, Husen Shaikh and

their  advocate Naser  Pathan in Badnapur  Court.  After  attending the

date at around 3.30p.m., they started for Manmad in their Eco Car. At

around 4.50pm when they were taking turn, the  applicant/accused

No.1  stopped  them.  The  applicant/accused  No.2  started  assaulting

Tasleem Shaikh and Husen Shaikh. Informant started the vehicle but

one Creta car came and blocked him. The applicants/accused No.3, 4

and other  persons  came out from the vehicle  with knife  and sticks.

Another vehicle blocked the car from behind. The  applicants/accused

No.5 and 6 came out from the vehicle with sword, wooden sticks and

knife. They assaulted informant, Rukhsar Shaikh, Saniya Shaikh, Alim

Shaikh, Hussain Shaikh and advocate Pathan. They threatened to kill

them and took away gold chain and necklace from Tasleem Shaikh and

Rukhsar Shaikh. They also snatched mobile phone of Husen. Hence, the

complaint was filed.

03. As per the applicants/accused, they are falsely implicated

in the offence.  The son of   applicant/accused No.1  and husband of

Tasleem Shaikh  died  on 17.07.2024 and she  started  demanding  his

share,  over  which,  there  were  quarrels.  Within  a  month  of  her

husband’s death, Tasleem left with her son to her parental house. On

10.12.2024,  Tasleem  went  to  her  matrimonial  house  with  Aslam

Shehejad  and  Shaikh  Ali.  They  assaulted  applicant/accused  No.4.

Therefore, complaint was filed, which is registered as crime No.498 of

2024  at  Badnapur  police  station.  After  the  death  of  son  of

applicant/accused No.1, they suspected that Tasleem and her relatives

have given some medicine, due to which, he expired and therefore,
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they filed complaint on 21.04.2025 with Badnapur police station and a

private  complaint  Miscl.Cri.  Appln  No.83  of  2025  came  to  be

registered.  The  applicants/accused  have  also  filed  civil  suit  against

Tasleem.  On  20.12.2025,  the  applicants/accused  No.1  has  filed

complaint  against  Tasleem and  her  relatives,  which  is  registered  as

crime No.830 of 2025 and Miscl. Criminal Appln No.02 of 2024,which

is also pending.

04. As per the applicants/accused, on 23.02.2026, they were at

Badnapur Court for attending the Court, but Tasleem came along with

five  to  six  persons.  They  obstructed  the  applicants/accused  and

assaulted  them with  wooden  sticks  and  knife.   They  also  snatched

mobile phone and cash from applicants/accused, therefore crime No.76

of 2026 is filed against the informant and others. The contents of the

complaint are vague in nature. Section 119(1) of BNS is not applicable.

There  is  nothing  to  be  recovered  at  the  hands  of  these

applicants/accused. The  applicants/accused belong to one family. They

are permanent residents of Badnapur. They are ready to abide by the

terms and conditions of bail if imposed on them.
 

05. The prosecution  resisted  the  application  by  filing  say  at

Exh.07.  It  is  contended  that  the  offence  is  serious  in  nature.  The

applicants/accused and co-accused assaulted informant and witnesses

by sword, knife, stick, kicks and blows. They snatched mobile and gold

ornaments of witnesses and damaged the vehicle of the informant. The

investigation is  in  progress.  Muddemal  articles  are  to  be  recovered.

The prosecution apprehends  that  in  case  the applicants/accused are

released  on  bail,  they  will  tamper  the  evidence  and  threaten  the

witnesses. Hence, the application is sought to be rejected.
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06. Heard  learned  advocate  Shri.Sayyed  Mujib  for  the

applicants/accused and the learned A.P.P. Smt.J.B.Solanke for the State.

Perused the copy FIR and papers submitted by the prosecution.

07. The  learned  advocate  for  the   applicants/accused

submitted that,  there  was  no reason for  the relatives  of  Tasleem to

accompany  her  which  shows  that  they  intended  to  assault  the

applicants/accused. He also submitted that, the injured are discharged

from the hospital.   

08. From the reply of prosecution and police papers, it is seen

that the informant and witnesses had suffered the injuries. However,

now they are discharged. The weapons used, mobile phone and gold

ornaments  are  yet  to  be  recovered.  Therefore,  the  custodial

interrogation of the  applicants/accused is required. Hence, considering

the  allegations  against  the   applicants/accused,  the  nature  of  the

offence, I do not find the  applicants/accused entitled for the relief of

anticipatory bail. Hence, I pass the following order: -

O R D E R

1) Criminal Bail Application No.162 of 2026 is rejected.

2) Criminal Bail Application No.162 of 2026 stands 
disposed of accordingly.

(Dictated and pronounced in open Court).

                                                  
                                    

         (NAZERA S. SHAIKH)   
Date: 15.04.2026                                   Additional Sessions Judge-2

           Jalna.    
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        Name of the Court                  :  Court of Addl. Session Judge, Jalna
        Date of PDF    :   15.04.2026             

       
                                              (P.S.Tayade)
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