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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JHARKHAND AT RANCHI 

Cr. Appeal (DB) No. 434 of 2026 

     ------ 

Satwanti Devi, aged about 48 years, W/o. Arvind Kumar Ravi, R/o. 

Vill. Motihara (Harijan Tola), P.O.- Danda, P.S.- Danda, Dist.- 

Garhwa, Jharkhand.       

         … … Appellant

     -Versus – 

The State of Jharkhand          ... … Respondent 

      ------    

CORAM: - Hon’ble Mr. Justice Rongon Mukhopadhyay 

        Hon’ble Mr. Justice Pradeep Kumar Srivastava            

          ------ 

For the Appellant           : Mr. Sanjay Kr. Pandey, Advocate 

For the State         : Mr. Shiv Shankar Kumar, A.P.P. 

       ------ 

Order No. 02/Dated: 20
th

  April, 2026 

I.A. No. 4462 of 2026 

Heard Mr. Sanjay Kumar Pandey, learned counsel for the 

appellant and learned A.P.P. 

2. This application has been preferred by the appellant for 

condoning the delay of 24 days in filing of the instant appeal. 

3. Having been satisfied with the reasons assigned in the instant 

application, the same is allowed and the delay of 24 days in filing of 

this appeal is hereby condoned.  

4. The aforesaid I.A. stands allowed and disposed of. 

Cr. Appeal (DB) No. 434 of 2026 

5. This appeal is directed against the order dated 20.01.2026 

passed by the learned Sessions Judge, Garhwa in B.P. No. 24 of 

2026 arising out of Danda P.S. Case No. 35 of 2025 whereby and 

whereunder the prayer for bail of the appellant has been rejected. 

6.  Submission has been advanced by the learned counsel for the 

appellant that the case of the appellant stands on similar footing to 

that of co-accused Dilip Kumar, who has been granted bail by this 

Court in Cr. Appeal (DB) No. 317 of 2026. It has also been 

submitted that the appellant is in custody since 15.12.2025. 

7. Learned A.P.P. has opposed the prayer for bail of the 

appellant. 

8. The allegation reveals the child of the informant was given to 
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the present appellant and Dilip Kumar and subsequently the child 

was handed over to Urmila Devi and Rimi Devi on the assurance 

that they will take proper care of the child. The informant had later 

on come to know that the infant was sold by the present appellant, 

Sima Devi and Dilip Kumar for Rs. 2.5 Lakh to Urmila Devi and 

Rimi Devi, however, considering the fact that co-accused similarly 

situated has been granted bail as noted above, we, while setting aside 

the order dated 20.01.2026 passed by learned Sessions Judge, 

Garhwa in B.P. No. 24 of 2026 arising out of Danda P.S. Case No. 

35 of 2025, direct that the appellant be released on bail on furnishing 

bail bond of Rs.10,000/- (Ten thousand) with two sureties of the like 

amount each to the satisfaction of learned Addl. Chief Judicial 

Magistrate, Garhwa in connection with Danda P.S. Case No. 35 of 

2025. 

9. This appeal is allowed. 

 

       

            (Rongon Mukhopadhyay, J.) 

 

 

            (Pradeep Kumar Srivastava, J.) 
20th  April, 2026 
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Uploaded on  21/04/2026  

 

 

 

 


