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C.R.M. 1425 of 2021
(Via Video Conference)

In Re: An application for anticipatory bail under Section 438 of the Code of Criminal
Procedure in connection with Sagardighi Police Station Case No. 487 of 2020 dated
26.09.2020 under sections 304/34 of the Indian Penal Code.

Mayna Mondal
Versus
State of West Bengal

Mr. Priyankar Ganguly, Adv.
Mr. Krishnendu Bhattacharya, Adv.
...for the petitioners.
Mr. Saibal Bapuli, Adv.
Mr. Arijit Ganguly, Adv.
Mr. Avik Ghatak, Adv.
...for the State.

It is submitted on behalf of the petitioner that the petitioner has been
falsely implicated in this case and the principal accused has been granted

statutory bail.

The learned Counsel for the State refers to the statement of the victim’s
son recorded under Section 164 of the Code of Criminal Procedure and opposes

the prayer for anticipatory bail.

Having considered the materials available in the case diary including
the statement of the victim’s son recorded under Section 164 of the Code of
Criminal Procedure directly implicating the petitioner in the commission of
alleged offence and also considering the gravity of the offence, we are not

inclined to grant anticipatory bail to the petitioner.

The application for anticipatory bail of the petitioner is, thus, rejected.

All parties shall act on the server copies of this order duly downloaded

from the official website of this Court.

(Suvra Ghosh, J.) (Soumen Sen, J.)






