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                               THE GAUHATI HIGH COURT 
(HIGH COURT OF ASSAM, NAGALAND, MIZORAM AND ARUNACHAL PRADESH) 

Case No. : Bail Appln./2247/2024 

DIGANTA DAS 
S/O SRI KAMAKHYA PRASAD DAS, R/O SARUPETA TOWN, P.S.-
PATACHARKUCHI, DIST- BAJALI, ASSAM

VERSUS 

THE STATE OF ASSAM 
REPRESENTED BY THE PUBLIC PROSECUTOR, ASSAM

Advocate for the Petitioner     : MD S HOQUE, MR. M DEKA 

Advocate for the Respondent : PP, ASSAM,  

 Linked Case : Bail Appln./2381/2024

ANAR HUSSAIN @ MD. ANAR HUSSAIN
S/O LATE HAJARAT ALI
 R/O RAJAKHAT
 P.S.-PATACHARKUCHI
 DIST- BAJALI
 ASSAM

 VERSUS

THE STATE OF ASSAM
REPRESENTED BY THE PUBLIC PROSECUTOR
 ASSAM

 ------------
 Advocate for : MR. S BORA
Advocate for : PP
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 ASSAM appearing for THE STATE OF ASSAM

                                                                                       

BEFORE
HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE PARTHIVJYOTI SAIKIA

ORDER 
Date : 21.08.2024

This is a common order for these two items.

Heard Mr. S. Hoque as well as Mr. S. Bora, learned counsel for the petitioners. 

2.       Both this applications are filed under Section 483 of the Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha

Sanhita  (BNSS),  2023 praying for  bail  in  respect  of  the  petitioners,  who are  arrested in

connection with Patacharkuchi P.S. Case No.132/2024.

3.       On the day of occurrence, at mid night a group of seven unknown persons, whose

faces were covered by black cloth, armed with sharp weapons and other arms broke into the

house  of  the  informant.  They  were  big  by  units  and  thereafter  looted  valuable  gold

ornaments and other items along with cash amount of Rs.3,00,000/-. The miscreants also

damaged the CCTV camera monitor also.  

4.       The Case reveals that the present petitioners were arrested on the basis of mobile call

details. Other persons are yet to be arrested.

5.       This Court is of the opinion that at this stage, the bail application filed by Anar Hussain

@ Md Anar Hussain and Dignata Das are not found to be satisfactory, for that reason both

the bail applications are rejected and disposed of accordingly. 

6.       Case Diary shall be returned.

 

                                                                                                                         JUDGE

Comparing Assistant


