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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JHARKHAND AT RANCHI 

B.A. No. 8539 of 2026 

      

Azad Ansari aged about 67 years, S/o Sahbaz Ansari, R/o Village-

New Sijua, P.O. Radhanagar, P.S. Balidih, District Bokaro, 

Jharkhand       … … Petitioner       

    Versus  

   The State of Jharkhand    …     … Opp. Party             

--- 

      CORAM :HON'BLE MRS. JUSTICE ANUBHA RAWAT CHOUDHARY 

---  

  For the Petitioner             : Mrs. Dr. Vandana Singh, Advocate  

  For the Informant       : Mr. Pratik Sen, Advocate  

  For the State   : Mr. Sudhir Kumar Mahto, Advocate   

    --- 

            

04/16.09.2026     Heard the learned counsel appearing on behalf of the parties.   

2. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the petitioner is 

in custody in connection with Balidih P.S. Case No. 115 of 2026 for 

the offences registered under Sections 190,191(2), 191(3), 333, 

126(2), 115(2), 117(2), 118(1), 109, 351(2) and 352 of the B.N.S. 

2023, pending in the court of learned S.D.J.M. Bokaro.   

3. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the petitioner 

happens to be the neighbour of the victim and there was dispute in 

connection with throwing of cow dung which led to the incident. 

There is case and counter case between the parties arising out of the 

same incident. The learned counsel has further submitted that the 

petitioner is in custody since 12.07.2026.  

4. The learned counsel for the informant has opposed the prayer 

for bail and has submitted that arising out of the incident, the 

informant’s mother suffered grievous injury on her head in the nature 

of fracture. He also submits that there are as many as 05 criminal 

antecedents against the petitioner of serious nature.  

5. The learned counsel for the petitioner in response has submitted 

that the petitioner is a handicapped person.  

6. After hearing the learned counsel for the parties and 

considering the direct allegation against the petitioner which has led to 

cause of grievous injury on the vital part of the body and the petitioner 

also has numerous antecedents and happens to be the neighbour of the 

victim, this court is not inclined to enlarge the petitioner above named 
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on bail. Accordingly, prayer for bail of the petitioner above named is 

rejected.  

7. Let this order be communicated to the concerned court through 

FAX/e-mail.  

 

      (Anubha Rawat Choudhary, J.) 

Dated:  16.09.2026 
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