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RECEIVED ON  :27/02/2026
REGISTERED ON : 27/02/2026
DECIDED ON : 10/03/2026
DURATION 'Y M D

0O 0 11

IN THE COURT OF ADDITIONAL SESSIONS JUDGE,
BANASKANTHA AT THARAD.

(Cr.M.A. No. 132 of 2026)

Kamleshbhai Jethalal @ Jethabhai Solanki
Aged : Adult,
R/o. : C.1002, Near Kalash Diamond 27,
Chandkheda, Ahmedabad
...Applicant
VERSUS
The State of Gujarat.
Through Ld. Addl.P.P., Tharad.
...0Opponent

Appearance:-
Shri M. G. Tank, Learned Advocate for the Applicant.
Shri R. D. Joshi, Learned Addl.P.P for the State.

APPLICATION FOR REGULAR BAIL
S JUDGMENT::

1)  The applicant — accused has preferred this application for
releasing him on regular bail in connection with F.LR.
No0.11996006250910/2025 registered at Tharad Police Station,
Banaskantha for the offences punishable under Section 103(1),

238, 351(3), 61(1), 140(1), 54 of BNS.
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2)  Pursuant to filing of the application, notice came to be
issued and served upon the opponent State and the learned
AddL.P.P Shri R. D. Joshi has appeared on behalf of the State and
has argued against the present application.

3) I have heard the learned advocate for the applicants and
Ld. A.P.P. for the opponent-State.

4)  The Ld. Advocate for the applicant has argued as per the
bail application filed by him and has drawn my attention to the
facts of the complaint. L.d. Advocate for the applicant has further
argued that the applicant is innocent and he has been falsely
implicated in the present case. It is further argued that as per the
complaint, the deceased had left home on 12/10/2025 before
17:00 hours and his dead body was found on 13/10/2025,
however, no efforts were made to search for him during this
period and the complaint was lodged only on 14/10/2025 at
16:00 hours, resulting in an unexplained delay of about 23 hours
after the death became known. It is further stated that an audio
clip released by the deceased prior to his death does not mention
the name of the applicant-accused, indicating false implication.
The Ld. Advocate for the applicant has submitted that the
allegation that the applicant paid Rs. 20 lakhs as a contract
amount to co-accused Pankajbhai Hemjibhai Parmar for
committing murder, including Rs. 1 lakh as advance, is denied
and claimed to be a misinterpretation of prior business
transactions conducted through Google Pay and there is no
evidence showing the applicant’s presence at the scene,

involvement in the offence, destruction of evidence, threats,
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kidnapping, or conspiracy under the Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita
provisions.

Ld. Advocate for the applicant has relied upon the
judgment of Hon’ble Supreme Court in case of Mihir Rajesh
Shah vs. State of Maharashtra (Laws (SC) 2025-11-9) through
DE List at Exh.7 and has submitted that as per the ratio laid
down in this judgment, the ground of arrest must be
communicated in writing to the arrestee but in the present case,
the police had not communicated the grounds of arrest and hence,
the present applicant is liable to be released on bail. L.d. Advocate
for the applicant has also filed a purshis at Exh.10 and has
submitted that the applicant has been kept in police custody for
more than 24 hours which is illegal and hence the applicant
should be released on bail. It is further argued that the
investigation of the case has been completed and charge-sheet
has already been filed and no recovery or discovery is to be made
from the present applicant. I.d. Advocate for the applicant has
further submitted that the applicant is in custody since
01.11.2025 and now, no recovery or discovery is to be made from
the present applicant and there is no possibility to tamper the
investigation. It is further argued that the applicant is ready to
abide by all the conditions imposed by this court while granting
bail. It is further argued that the present applicant has been
wrongly implicated in the present case and he is required to be
released on bail on suitable conditions and requested to allow the
present application on suitable conditions.

5)  The learned A. P. P. Shri R. D. Joshi has vehemently

argued that the present applicant is the accused in a serious
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offence related to murder. It is further argued that the applicant
was the main conspirator of the who created unlawful assembly
for the murder of the deceased and there are sufficient material
available against the present applicant. It is further argued that
the present applicant/accused, in furtherance of a criminal
conspiracy, engaged co-accused persons to murder Rasikbhai by
offering Rs.20,00,000/- and paying Rs.1,00,000/- as token money
to Pankajbhai and pursuant to the plan, the deceased was lured
into a rickshaw and taken to Sami, where he was transferred into
an I-20 car and while traveling towards Kotharwada Canal via
Radhanpur and Bhabhar, co-accused strangulated the deceased
with a rope and threw his body into the canal, subsequently
discarding the rope and the deceased’s mobile phone to destroy
evidence. It is further argued that the CCTV footage captures
movements of the rickshaw and car, and call detail records show
frequent communication between the applicant and co-accused
before and on the day of the incident and hence, sufficient
material is available against the accused persons. It is further
argued that though the investigation of the present case has been
completed and charge-sheet has been filed but still the material
witnesses are remaining to be examined and if the applicant
would be released on bail, there is a greater possibility that he
would attempt to win over the witnesses. L.d. APP has further
argued that considering the gravity of the offence, the applicant
should not be released on regular bail. With these arguments, Ld.
APP for the State has requested to reject the present application.

6) I have heard the rival submissions of both the parties. I

have also considered the contents of the present bail application
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as well as the contents of FIR. I have also considered the
affidavit filed by the 1.0O. at Exh.6 and the opinion of 1.O. for

rejection of the present application, are re-produced as under :

"(2) AERE Jobloll SIA Al SlHoll JRYE/ABIER A& dBIER
useilgal 2SI Y §3 alivil udid] €1 da sél yaiifed siads3
R RYER/ABIER sHAMIY FsIcHY AdslolAA AAseIga
ydidl &dl A13 deleR usxeliga As divl 341 2lsal U2 AN 1
div 310l Sld aiss] s3 delelR usxeigR oflviieiigdal A 2isalall
As divi 3R AN deleRiA Jaiidi dg wdloll Ldlal oiss] s2d d
Aol efluiicngA He1veiR RS alidid] dBlER usxeilg dell
Hraucilg B Baneilg FA1 delER PRAIY G5 ddliciddl] i dg
A1l He1%01Ral 4] el A211Hi dIdd oHIE ABIERIV 421G oiss]
S} slddRl Jxol A2t A4dl ysl €18d 2ia deler scullYg 6%
sHICIgA £lRg UiRlE]l 53 did] uid &g ¥ AIg—-0 2Nl €lRG AVl
asl dg AHl 2RA 2ol Lllol YO HRRIYIR ARASEHIYA 1Sl
slIdRofl cl19gofl viid] fleai AAIS] He1%otRefl Uil AleHi delelR
APIRIHAIY AAd dofl GIgHI ABIER USYCIE Aal dofl GligHi dBlER
Hraucig G5 dareigaiAl Al el dl1s] deleR scuRIMIg dIReIe
ArRAIENa RN U] AH1ef) Aoy &g dicrR A sl AS U2 21slHi
aissl sl Yyl deleR scukicly €Rg dlslHi dY A1dd &dl Hdl
sicRdlsl Baidell As (sdlHle: g2 Wdi dBIER Us¥HISA dBIER
clluiiengal 2feddl viwnot viotiHiell kg sigdl HI2 618 dioll S
agler efluicigA elRg s1dl elRsial dig edf RASCIY A12AN0f] Aleai
oRAd &dl doll 2A0HI ol deler elluiciy gl usxeild dl
AR2AG1E G5 AdcHg U] elRsIg gul 241d] ¥di SlardISI Salld Yd
Alddi Yyd Wl HeixeRk MAsciiga anslHiel SeidHi dgleR
cllviioilg dgl usxeilg dl ArRuciyg GF gaeigdl HIYR
MRAsciIgel]l iRl SolldHi ofivf] €19d ia sladlsl Yaell &g 1910
ERg 351 €19d 2ial ciieR Aol Y2l A4 21— 4al A1 sled UR et
usd &dl i Yell deleR scuRIClg A1S]Hi Ud YSdI 21-3d Hal A1)
agler cfluieig G aIRIHAIY del usyelg del Yriciy G
gal1c11g Ba?l 21Ad al 211SlHi RSl Slot US| 21-3d &dl d dBIER
usyellgd dg dlad 2ol delerR scuRIelg a11s] dgf GIeR ARl
%dl 8d Va dslerR eflvieiy G5 dRIRIHIY del Usyeld dgl
Jraucilg B§ Baneie A2l dg AHEIIE ¥dl &dl IR YSIA UIEWSI
4 Bolld AA1ddi dBIER UsyaIgA Slal 38l €18d &dl 2414 AGIERI
yaiifbd sz RN HI%olRA AASHIYA HIZ] SolidHi 35] €6 €RS
a2l Hiellgd slol 3s] €d YAdlall oli’l S & A€ sI1A 2l dgl s
AS W UAR YR doll Al gex Holl wdd & q@
VRYER/ABIER SAEJAMIYA As divi 3| 2isaiue A HRI%d IR
MRAseIgal udidl aiiuidl dotifed s19d3 R HeIYaiRe &l s3]
diefIR USIRall 2ol AHRRE B,

(R) Aeg  Jodloll  SIA  URYER/ABIHAER  SHARCH oI
Hl.0ol.COEEAET ST WR Usyeilgall Hl.ol.9¢vco0¢S &l ofail
22118 Al alidall [EUA AdRadUR dia]d &R 8.

(3) aeeg dyoBloll SIA VRYER ABIER A& ABIER USYCIga AS HIvi
gsol AN d YelRl AuieAozall £ o®sall A1.2.28l.dl g2
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HAA B Al A6 delERA JeiiHi AAl AH41Ad ¥ el clalidall AMall
A: A1l U2ld 413 U1dUy U 2R-d d A1.2{1.2.d] g2 HAd &
a8l NSl UAR ARY d 3201l A].2A1.2.d] g2 HAd B ¥ As.24.9d
uid HsAd & Aa delERall HoIgd oiciRall Sid slegd AaidlA1
Scll YRl calldall 24211Ball Elddall del clalldall [Eddol] Siaslegdai
A6 deleR] A19 didfld 2Ad B K] BRW¥EIR/ dsleRall wHldl ol
HoR $241 4. 8"

The perusal of the above content shows that the Prosecution
alleges that the present applicant/accused, in furtherance of a
criminal conspiracy, engaged co-accused persons to murder
Rasikbhai by offering Rs. 20,00,000/- and paying Rs. 1,00,000/-
as token money to Pankajbhai and pursuant to the plan, the
deceased was lured into a rickshaw and taken to Sami, where he
was transferred into an [-20 car and while traveling towards
Kotharwada Canal via Radhanpur and Bhabhar, co-accused
strangulated the deceased with a rope and threw his body into the
canal, subsequently discarding the rope and the deceased’s
mobile phone to destroy evidence. It is also stated that the CCTV
footage captures movements of the rickshaw and car, and call
detail records show frequent communication between the
applicant and co-accused before and on the day of the incident
which shows that the present applicant is the main conspirator of
the present offence. The main contention on behalf of the accused
is that the police had not communicated the grounds of arrest and
there are procedural lapse in the present case are concerned, the
P.I. Tharad Police Station has filed a report with regard to
grounds of arrest at Exh.11 along with the copy of Notice under
Section 47 of the BNSS and it appears from it that the police had
communicated the grounds of arrest and therefore, this
contention of the applicant-accused is not acceptable. The

another contention on behalf of the applicant is that the applicant
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has been kept in police custody for more than 24 hours which is
illegal are concerned, there are no sufficient material to prove the
contentions submitted in Exh.10 by the Ld. Advocate for the
applicant and hence, this contention also does not acceptable.
Further, the applicant is an accused in a heinous offence of
murder and I find force in the arguments of L.d. APP for the State
that though the investigation of the present case has been
completed but still the material witnesses are remaining to be
examined and if the applicant would be released on bail, there is
a greater possibility that he would attempt to win over the
witnesses. Therefore, considering all the facts and material on
record and gravity of the offence, I am of the opinion that present
application for regular bail cannot be entertained and the same is
rejected with the following order.
/I ORDER //
1] The Criminal Misc. Application No. 132/2026 is hereby

rejected.

Signed and Pronounced in the Open Court on this 10" day of
March, 2026 at Tharad, Banaskantha.

THARAD (P. M. SAYANI)
DATE : 10/03/2026 ADDL. SESSIONS JUDGE,
THARAD, BANASKANTHA

CODE No. [GJ00575]



