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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA AT CUTTACK 
 
 

 

ABLAPL No. 9115 of 2025 
     

Jinak @ Jeetak @ Jitak 

Baliarsingh 

…. Petitioner 
 

Mr. A. Sahoo, Advocate  
 

-versus- 

 

State of Odisha 

 

…. Opposite Party 

Mr. S. Panda, ASC 
 

  

                 CORAM: JUSTICE V. NARASINGH 

  

Order No. 

ORDER 

12.08.2025 
 

 

 

 

 

           01. 1. Heard learned counsel for the Petitioner and 

learned counsel for the State. 

 2. The Petitioner is seeking pre-arrest bail in 

connection with G.R. Case No.181 of 2025 pending 

on the file of learned J.M.F.C. Kanas arising out of 

Gadisagada (Jodapadar) P.S. Case No.89 of 2025 for 

commission of offences punishable under Sections 

103(2)/3(5) of BNS. 

 3. It is submitted by the learned counsel for the 

Petitioner that it’s a case of false implication only 

because of his criminal proclivity. Hence, Petitioner 

may be protected by pre-arrest bail. 

 4. Learned counsel for the State opposes the 

prayer for pre-arrest bail. 

 5. It is apt to note that Petitioner is a named 

accused and his involvement has come to fore on 
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examination of prosecution witnesses, confession of 

the co-accused as well as the statement recorded 

under Section 23(2) of BSA. 

 6. The antecedents of the Petitioner runs; 

i. Gadisagoda P.S Case No.207, 

dtd.07.07.2021, U/s.302/201/506/34 of IPC 

ii. Gadisagoda P.S Case No.25, 

dtd.25.01.2022, U/s.394 of IPC 

iii. Gadisagoda P.S Case No.31, 

dtd.20.02.2023, U/s.341/ 323/ 324/ 354/ 

354(B)/ 379/ 294/ 506/ 34 of IPC 

 7. Considering the nature of allegation, this Court 

is not persuaded to accept the submission of the 

learned counsel for the Petitioner that it’s a case of 

false implication. 

 8. Hence, this Court is not inclined to entertain 

the exceptional remedy of pre-arrest bail.  

 9. It is needles to state that observations made 

herein are only for consideration of pre-arrest bail 

application and that ought not to be construed as this 

Court expressing any opinion regarding the complicity 

of the Petitioner. 

 10. The ABLAPL is accordingly disposed of. 

  

                                                      (V. NARASINGH) 

                  Judge 
Santoshi  
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