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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JHARKHAND AT RANCHI
B.A. No0.5070 of 2024

Abhinav Anand Petitioner
Versus
The State of Jharkhand Opposite Party

Coram: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE PRADEEP KUMAR SRIVASTAVA

For the Petitioner : Mr. A.K. Choudhary, Adv.
For the State : Mr. Sanat Kumar Jha, Addl. P.P.

Order No.02/Dated- 31.05.2024

Heard learned counsel for the parties.

2. The petitioner has been made accused in connection with
Deoghar P.S. Case No. 210 of 2024 registered under Sections 386, 387
and 120-B of Indian Penal Code and Section 25(1-B)(a)/26/25(6)/31/35
of the Arms Act.

3. As per F.IR,, the allegation is that on 31.03.2024, the informant
received information about armed members of the Ashish Mishra group
planning to extort money near Deoghar bus stand. During the raid, the
suspects attempted to flee but were apprehended. Weapons and mobile
phones were found in the possession of them. The suspects were
identified as Rohit Chandrawanshi, Sumit Thakur, Prince Sharma,
Anubhav Kumar Narone @ Sonu Narone and the petitioner who
admitted that being part of the gang was ready for extorting money.
They were arrested and the items were seized.

4. Learned counsel for the petitioner has submitted that the
petitioner is innocent and has committed no offence at all rather he has
been falsely implicated in this case. It is alleged that only one empty
cartridge has been recovered from the possession of the petitioner. One
criminal antecedent is shown for the offence under Section 307 of the
I.P.C. in which petitioner is on bail and it was lodged due to family
dispute otherwise he has no criminal background and he is a student.
Petitioner undertakes to co-operate with the trial of the case and remain
physically present on each and every date till the conclusion of the trial
and shall not indulge in tampering with the prosecution evidence or

influence the witnesses or gain over them. The petitioner is languishing
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in judicial custody since 01.04.2024 without any rhymes and reasons.
Hence, the petitioner may be enlarged on bail.

5. Learned Addl. P.P. has opposed the prayer for bail of the
petitioner. Hence, the petitioner may not be enlarged on bail.

6. Considering the facts and circumstances of this case, the nature
of allegation against petitioner coupled with materials available on
record and period of custody of the petitioner, I am inclined to release
the above named petitioner, on bail. Accordingly, the petitioner named
above, is directed to be released on bail on furnishing bail bond of
Rs.25,000/- (Rupees twenty five thousand) with two sureties of the like
amount each to the satisfaction of learned Chief Judicial Magistrate,
Deoghar in connection with Deoghar P.S. Case No. 210 of 2024 with

condition that petitioner shall appear physically on each and every date

during the trial of case till its conclusion unless his physical appearance

is dispensed with for sufficient cause to the satisfaction of the learned

trial court and with further condition that petitioner shall not indulge in

tampering with the prosecution evidence or influence the witnesses or

gain over them.

(Pradeep Kumar Srivastava, J.)

Sachin



