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21.07.2026 Anticipatory  bail  petition  filed  and  moved  on  behalf  of

accused/petitioner namely, Lakhan Kumar, aged about 29 years, S/o

Karu Ganjhu, R/o village- Purnadih, PS- Lawalong, District- Chatra,

apprehending his  arrest  in  connection  with  Kunda P.S.  Case  No.

42/2025, registered for the offences punishable U/s 191(2), 191(3),

190, 127(2), 115(2), 118(2), 109, 333 of BNS,2023. & Section 25(1-

B)(a),26,27,35 Arms Act.  Today anticipatory bail petition has been

taken up for hearing in presence of learned A.P.P. 

 It  is  submitted  on  behalf  of  the  learned  counsel  for  the

accused/petitioner that he is quite innocent and has not committed

any offence whatsoever and he has  been falsely implicated in this

case. It is further submitted that earlier  no any ABP or BP has been

filed  on  behalf  of  these  petitioner  before  this  court  or  before  the

Hon'ble High Court of Jharkhand, Ranchi.  The allegations against

the petitioner is   false, concocted, fictitious and far away from the
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truth.  There  is  no  criminal  antecedent  against  the  petitioner  nor

previous convict in any case. There is case and counter case between

the  parties.  Lastly,  prayed that  accused/  petitioner  may  kindly  be

enlarged on anticipatory bail.

That  the  Ld.  APP vehemently  opposed the  anticipatory  bail

petition  and  custodial  interrogation  is  required  for  the  proper

investigation of this case. Hence, Ld. APP prayed for dismissal of the

anticipatory bail petition.

Heard both sides and perused the case record. 

 The brief facts of the present case is that on 28.12.2025 after

having dinner, the informant and his family members had gone to

sleep in her house. At about 12:00 hours 1.  Devendra Ganjhu,  2.

Churaman  Ganjhu,  3.  Badhan  Ganjhu,  4.  Uday  Ganjhu,  5.

Chandradeo Ganjhu, 6. Surendra Ganjhu, 7. Ramesh Prajapati, 8.

Manoj Kumar, 9. Minhaz Ansari and 10. Guddu Miyan, they all had

entered into the house of the informant after broken the lock of her

house. At that time Gopal Kumar, the brother of the informant  was

present her house  then these accused persons have fired on the head

of Gopal Kumar and searching the husband of informant and came
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in the room of the informant and  press the neck and thereafter, fired

on the neck of her husuband namely; Shyam Bhokta. On being noise,

the villagers  came there and on fleeing the accused persons two of

them have been apprehended by the villagers and committed murder

of  Devendra Ganjhu and Churamana Ganjhu. With these allegations

the instant  FIR has been registered. 

On perusal of the case file and case record, it transpires that

the present petitioner is not named in the FIR and the name of the

present petitioner disclosed in the confessional statement of the co-

accused  persons  namely  Mohan  Kumar,  Umesh  Kumr  and  Uday

Ganjhu.That  the  present  accused  is  an  associate  of  the  accused

persons  who has  fired  upon victim which  caused grievous  injury.

The  charge  sheet  has  been  submitted  against  co-accused  persons

namely  Basant  Munda,  Prayag  Mahto,  Surendra  Mahto  and

Mahendra Mahto u/s  191(2), 191(3), 190, 127(2), 115(2), 118(2),

109, 333 of BNS,2023. & Section 25(1-B)(a),26,27,35 Arms Act. As

per the injury report of Gopal Kumar Ganjhu, the injuries found to

be  grievous  in  nature.  There  is  serious  allegation  against  the

accused/petitioner. The coustodian interrogation is required for the

proper investigation of the case.
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Considering the above facts and circumstances and after

perusing  the  case  record  as  well  as  case  diary,  gravity  of

offence,  nature  of  injury  and  involvement  of  the

accused/petitioner in the offence, this Court is not inclined to

grant  anticipatory bail to the petitioner namely Lakhan Kumar.

Hence, the anticipatory bail petition stands rejected.

Accordingly  Anticipatory  Bail  Application  No.  974/2026  is

rejected and disposed of. 

  Dictated
     Sd/-

               (Randhir Kumar Singh)
                          Addl.  Sessions  Judge-III,  Chatra

                        J.O. Code JH 02110


