IN THE HIGH COURT OF JHARKHAND AT RANCHI

Cr. Rev. (Filing) No. 9334 of 2025
Vinod Kumar R — Petitioner

Versus
The State of Jharkhand & Anr.

S — Opposite Parties

CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE RONGON MUKHOPADHYAY
For the Petitioner : Mr. Jitesh Kumar, Adv.
For the O.P.s : A.P.P.
I.A. No. 7351 of 2025.
04/04.05.2026 Heard Mr. Jitesh Kumar, learned counsel for the

petitioner and learned A.P.P.

This application has been preferred by the petitioner for
grant of exemption to surrender in terms of Rule 1359 of the
Jharkhand High Court Rules.

Submission has been advanced by learned counsel for
the petitioner that the petitioner is regularly paying the maintenance
amount of Rs. 4,000/- per month to the opposite party no. 2. It has
further been submitted that the petitioner is also bearing the
expenses of his daughter who is studying M.B.A. However, save and
except certain bank transactions from which it appears that the
petitioner is making payment of maintenance of Rs. 4,000/- per
month to the opposite party no. 2, there is no document which has
been brought on record to strengthen the fact that the studies of the
daughter of the petitioner is being financed by him. In fact, the
learned counsel for the petitioner is unaware of the fact as to the
institute where the daughter of the petitioner is pursuing her M.B.A.

In view of the above, therefore, I do not find any
exceptional circumstance having been enumerated by the petitioner
to grant him exemption to surrender and consequent thereof, this
interlocutory application stands rejected.

[.LA. No. 7351 of 2025 stands rejected.

(Rongon Mukhopadhyay, J.)

Dated- 04t May, 2026.
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