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C.R.M. 1491 of 2021

In the matter of : An application for anticipatory bail under Section 438
of the Code of Criminal Procedure filed on February 4, 2021 in
connection with Manikchak Police Station Case No.191 of 2019 dated
July 5, 2019 under Sections 448/323/326/354/379/34 of the Indian
Penal Code;

And
In the matter of : Bishnu Mondal & anr. ...petitioners.
Versus
State of West Bengal ...opposite party.

Mr. Kallol Mondal,
Mr. Musharraf Alam Sk.,
...for the petitioners.

Ms. Zareen N. Khan,

Mr. M. P. Agarwalla,

Mr. Subrata Roy,
...for the State.

We have heard the learned advocates appearing for the parties.

The learned advocate appearing on behalf of the petitioners
submits that the petitioners have been falsely implicated in the instant case out of
rivalry.

The learned advocate appearing on behalf of the State opposes
the prayer of anticipatory bail. He refers to the medical report of the victim to
indicate that the assault was inflicted upon the victim by the petitioners and others
which resulted in her missed abortion. The charge sheet in the instant case has
already been submitted.

Having considered the materials on record as well as the
medical report of the victim and bearing in mind the gravity of the injury sustained

by the victim, we are inclined to hold that this is not a fit case to grant pre-arrest



bail to the petitioners.

The application for anticipatory bail is, thus, rejected.

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



