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 IN  THE HIGH COURT OF JHARKHAND AT RANCHI 
               A.B.A. No. 2284 of 2026         

Kamal Giri, aged about 53 years, S/o Late Dewa Giri, 

resident of Village Bendgi, P.O. & P.S. Barhi, District- 

Hazaribagh (Jharkhand).  

       .....  … Petitioner 
        Versus 
The State of Jharkhand 
       .....  … Opposite Party
    --------  
CORAM    : HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE  SANJAY KUMAR DWIVEDI 
    ------ 
For the Petitioner  : Mr. Pratyush Shounikya, Advocate.  
For the State  : Mr. Shiv Shankar Kumar, Advocate.  

------   
             03/   07.05.2026 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned A.P.P. 

for the State.   

 2.   The petitioner is apprehending his arrest in connection with 

Barhi P.S. Case No. 128 of 2022, registered for the offence under 

Sections 467, 468, 471, 341, 323, 448, 379, 354, 504, 506 and 34 of the 

Indian Penal Code, pending in the court of learned S.D.J.M., 

Hazaribagh.  

 3.   Learned counsel appearing for the petitioner submits that 

the petitioner has been falsely implicated in this case and there is 

money transaction. He next submits that the allegation of threatening is 

also false. He further submits that the petitioner is having the criminal 

antecedents, however, in two of the cases, he has already been 

acquitted. On these grounds, he submits that anticipatory bail may 

kindly be provided to the petitioner.  

 4.  Learned A.P.P. appearing for the State has opposed the 

prayer and submits that the petitioner is having five criminal 

antecedents and further allegations are also there of entering into the 

house and threatening and abusing the informant in filthy language. On 

these grounds, he submits that anticipatory bail may kindly be rejected. 
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 5.  Considering that the petitioner is having the criminal 

antecedents and on the forged agreement, the petitioner has sold the 

land to the informant and when the money was demanded, the 

petitioner has entered into the house and threatened the informant and 

also abused him in filthy language and in the attending facts and 

circumstances of the case, I am not inclined to extend the privilege of 

anticipatory bail to the petitioner. Accordingly, his prayer for 

anticipatory bail is rejected.   

           (Sanjay Kumar Dwivedi, J.) 
      Dated:-07.05.2026 
       Amitesh/- 


