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

Case No. : Bail Appln./2964/2025 

AKRAM HUSSAIN ANSARI 
S/O AHMED HUSSAIN ANSARI 
VIL- CHIBITABICHIA, SAHAPUR 
P.O. DUHALIA 
P.S. DWARBOND 
DIST. CACHAR, ASSAM 
PIN CODE- 788113.

VERSUS 

THE STATE OF ASSAM 
TO BE REP. BY THE PP, ASSAM

Advocate for the Petitioner     : MR. N S LASKAR, MR B BURAGOHAIN,MR. A H M R 
CHOUDHURY 

Advocate for the Respondent : PP, ASSAM,  

                                                                                      

BEFORE
HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SANJEEV KUMAR SHARMA

ORDER 
Date :  25  .03. 2026

Heard Mr.  N.S.  Laskar,  learned counsel  for  the  petitioner  and  Mr.  M.P.

Goswami, learned Addl. PP for the State respondent.

2.      This  bail  application  has  been filed  by  the  petitioner  namely,  Akram
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Hussain  Ansari under  Section  483  of  Bharatiya  Nagarik  Suraksha  Sanhita

(BNSS),  2023,  seeking  bail  in  connection  with  Dwarbond  P.S.  Case  No.

49/2025 (G.R. Case No. 1185/2025) under Sections 61(2)/ 310(2)/ 311/

126(2)/ 351(3)/ 317(2)/ 3(5) of BNS, 2023, read with Sections 25(1)(a)/27(1)/

27(2) of the Arms Act . 

3.     Case diary is received and perused. 

4.      As per the allegation contained in the FIR some unknown persons have

committed  decoity  in  the  house  and  shop  of  the  victim  and  looted  certain

articles including cash amount, gold ornaments as well as motor vehicles. 

5.     It is submitted on behalf of the petitioner that he is the VDP Secretary of

the village. Reference has been made to Annexure- A, page 12 in this regard

and that he has been falsely implicated in this case due to political rivalry.  

6.     It appears from the record that the petitioner was granted pre-arrest bail

in another case by this High Court i.e. in A.B. No. 1980/2025 vide order dated

18.08.2025 and it is the contention of the petitioner that pursuant to the interim

protection granted by the Court in the previous case when he has gone to the

police station for recording his statement, he was arrested in the present case

and despite  the  serious nature  of  allegations the  police  did  not  seek  police

remand as reflected in the forwarding report and he was remanded to judicial

custody. 

7.     This Court vide order dated 19.09.2025 granted interim protection to the

petitioner with a direction to cooperate with the investigation. 

8.     On perusal of the case diary, it appears that the petitioner was arrested on

suspicion as he was found loitering in the area. It is stated in the grounds of

arrest that he has prior criminal antecedent. However, as far as the present case



Page No.# 3/3

is concerned, there appears to be no incriminating materials so far against the

petitioner. 

9.     Accordingly, the prayer for bail is allowed. The order of interim protection

dated 19.09.2025 is hereby made absolute on the same terms and conditions

contained in the interim order dated 19.09.2025 itself.  

10.   In terms of the above, this bail application stands disposed of. 

11.   Return the case diary.

 

                                                                                                                         JUDGE

Comparing Assistant


