( 2025 JHHC:18533 )
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JHARKHAND AT RANCHI
B.A. No.5574 of 2025
Rajesh Kumar Saha @ Rajesh Saha, aged about 17 years, Son of
Mukhlal Saha, Resident of village-Kelabari, P.O. & P.S.-Radhanagar,
Dist.-Sahibgan,;.
Petitioner
Versus
The State of Jharkhand e we . Opposite Party

CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KUMAR CHOUDHARY

For the Petitioner : Mr. Rajendra Pd. Gupta, Advocate
For the State : Mr. Bishambhar Shastri, Addl.P.P

Order No.02 Dated- 09-07-2025

Heard the parties.

The petitioner has been made accused in connection with Spl.
POCSO Case No.03 of 2025 arising out of Hiranpur P.S. Case No.68 of
2024 registered for the offences punishable under Section 96, 137(2), 65(1)
& 61(2) of the B.N.S., 2023 and under Section 4(2) of POCSO Act.

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the allegation
against the petitioner is that the petitioner in criminal conspiracy with co-
accused persons kidnapped the minor victim girl and procured her and
committed penetrative sexual assault upon her. It is submitted that the
allegation against the petitioner is false. It is next submitted that the
petitioner has been in custody for a considerable period of time. It is also
submitted that the petitioner undertakes that he will co-operate with the
trial of the case. Hence it is submitted that the petitioner be released on
bail.

Learned Addl. P.P. appearing for the State vehemently opposes the
prayer for bail and submits that the victim girl in her statement under
Section 183 of the BNSS, 2023 has categorically stated that the petitioner
forcibly made her sit on the motorcycle and took her to his house and
committed the offence. It is next submitted that because of serious
allegation against the petitioner and the overwhelming material in the

record; there is every chance of the petitioner absconding and tampering
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with evidence, if released on bail. It is therefore submitted that the
petitioner ought not be released on bail.

Considering the serious nature of allegation against the petitioner as
well as the chance of the petitioner absconding and tampering with
evidence, if released on bail, this Court is not inclined to admit the
petitioner on bail at this stage. Accordingly, the prayer for bail of the

above-named petitioner is rejected.

(Anil Kumar Choudhary, J.)



