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

Case No. : Bail Appln./2767/2024 

UJJAL NAYAN HANDIQUE 
S/O LATE UMESH CHANDRA HANDIQUE, R/O S K BARUAH ROAD, 
RUKMINI NAGAR, GUWAHATI-781006

VERSUS 

THE STATE OF ASSAM 
REPRESENTED BY THE DIVISIONAL FOREST OFFICER, GOLAGHAT (T) 
DIVISION

Advocate for the Petitioner     : MR. A K BHATTACHARYYA, MR D K BHATTACHARYYA,MR. 
M KHATANIAR 

Advocate for the Respondent : SPECIAL PP ASSAM,  

                                                                                      

BEFORE
HONOURABLE MRS. JUSTICE MALASRI NANDI

ORDER 
Date :  20.09.2024
 

Heard Mr. A.K.Bhattacharya, learned Senior Counsel assisted by Mr. M.Khataniar,

learned counsel for the petitioner. Also heard Mr. K.P.Pathak, learned Standing

Counsel appearing for the respondent Forest Department.
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By filing this  2nd  petition under Section 483 of  Bharatiya Nagarik  Surakshya

Sanhita,  2023  the  accused-petitioner,  namely,  Ujjal  Nayan  Handique   has

prayed for grant of bail in connection with Offence Report No. G/WL/02 of 2024-

25 under Section 51 of  Wild Life Protection Act, 1972  r/w Wild Life (Protection)

(Assam Amendment) Act, 2009.

The learned Senior Counsel for the petitioner submits that the petitioner has

been in judicial custody for last 58 days since his  arrest on 24.07.2024. Charge

sheet has not been submitted and as such, considering length of detention,

petitioner may be enlarged on bail.

The learned Standing Counsel has produced the offence report and submits that

the investigating officer has reported that investigation is almost complete in

connection with the case and further detention of the petitioner is not necessary

for the purpose of investigation.

Having heard the learned counsel for the parties and on perusal of records, it

appears that the petitioner is in judicial custody for last 58 days and charge-

sheet has not been submitted in the case and as such, considering length of

detention,  this  Court  is  of  the  considered  opinion  that  further  custodial

interrogation of the petitioner in the interest of investigation is not warranted.

        Accordingly, it is provided that the petitioner named above shall be released

on furnishing bail bond of Rs. 30,000/-   with a surety of like amount to the

satisfaction of the learned CJM, Golaghat, subject to the following conditions;-

(i)             That  the  petitioner  shall  cooperate  with  the  Investigating

Officer as and when required; 

(ii)           That the petitioner shall  not directly or indirectly make any

inducement, threat or promise to any person acquainted with the
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facts of the case so as to dissuade him from disclosing such facts

to the Police Officer or the Court.

Violation of any condition shall tentamount to cancellation of bail. 

This disposes of the bail application. 

 

                                                                                                                         JUDGE

Comparing Assistant


