
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JHARKHAND AT RANCHI 

B.A. No. 9487 of 2022 

               ------  

Narayan Bera    …                    Petitioner  
                         Versus  

The State of Jharkhand & Anr. …      Opposite Parties 
       ------ 
 CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KUMAR CHOUDHARY 

      ------    

For the Petitioner : Mr. A.K. Chaturvedy, Advocate 
For the State  : Mrs. Shweta Singh, Addl. P.P. 

------ 

Order No.04  Dated- 14.10.2022 
   

  Heard the parties. 

 The petitioner has moved this Court for grant of bail in 

connection with Baharagora P.S. Case No.42 of 2020 corresponding to 

Special POCSO Case No. 61 of 2020 registered under sections 

376(3)/312/511 of the Indian Penal Code and under section 4/6 of the 

POCSO Act. 

 The learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the allegation 

against the petitioner is that the petitioner has committed rape upon 

the victim girl. It is further submitted that the allegation against the 

petitioner are false. It is then submitted that the victim in her 

statement recorded under Section 164 Cr.P.C. has vividly stated about 

having ravished by the petitioner and during the trial, the mother of 

the victim has also supported the case of the prosecution and the 

prosecutrix is yet to be examined. It is then submitted that the doctor 

who has been examined in this case as P.W.2 has also supported the 

case of the prosecution. It is next submitted by the learned counsel for 

the petitioner that the petitioner has been in custody for a 

considerable period of time. Hence, it is submitted that the petitioner 

be admitted to bail. 

 The learned Addl. P.P. on the other hand vehemently opposes 

the prayer for bail and submitted that since prosecution witnesses 

examined during the trial have supported the case of the prosecution, 

hence there is every chance of the petitioner absconding, if released 

on bail in view of the heinous offence committed by him and there is 

every likelihood of stringent sentence being imposed upon him after 



his conviction in this case. Hence, it is submitted that the petitioner 

ought not to be admitted to bail.  

 Considering the facts of the case and the serious nature of 

allegation against the petitioner of ravishing the victim girl and the 

fact that the witnesses already examined during the trial have 

supported the case of the prosecution and the prosecutrix is yet to be 

examined, this Court is of the considered view that this is not a fit 

case where the above named petitioner be admitted to bail.  

Accordingly, the prayer for bail of the above named petitioner is 

rejected. 
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