IN THE HIGH COURT OF JHARKHAND AT RANCHI
(Criminal Miscellaneous Jurisdiction)

BA No. 7330 of 2022

Anil Kumar Singh ... ... Petitioner
Versus
The State of Jharkhand ... ... Opposite Party

For the Petitioner : Mr. Rahul Ranjan, Advocate
For the State : Ms. Shweta Singh, APP

Order No.03/Dated: 22" July, 2022

When the matter is called out Mr. Rahul Ranjan, the learned counsel

appears for the petitioner and Ms. Shweta Singh, the learned APP appears for the
State.

The learned counsel for the petitioner submits that petitioner is not
named in the FIR. He further submits that no TIP was conducted and also nothing
has been recovered from the possession of the petitioner. He further submits that in
two other cases bail has been granted to the petitioner. Petitioner is in custody since
7.6.2021. Hence, he may be released on bail.

Learned counsel for the State opposed the prayer for bail and submits
that petitioner seems to be a habitual criminal having criminal antecedents.
Therefore, he should not be granted privilege of bail.

Having heard both counsels, gone through the records of the case and
in the facts and circumstances of the case, I am inclined to release the petitioner,
named above, on bail, on furnishing bail bond of Rs. 20,000/- (rupees twenty
thousand only) with two sureties of the like amount each to the satisfaction of
learned Judicial Magistrate, Deoghar in connection with Sonaraithari PS Case

No.86 of 2020, corresponding to GR case No. 1716 of 2021, with condition that

petitioner shall report to the concerned police station on every last Saturday of the
month, between 01:00 and 05:00 p.m. for one year, failing which or if any adverse
remarks regarding his non- appearance at the police station, his bail bond shall
be liable to be cancelled. Any exemption to such attendance shall be done so after
direction of the learned Court below and the petitioner shall attend the trial
regularly.

(Ratnaker Bhengra, J.)
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