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 Petitioner seeks anticipatory bail.

Learned Advocate appearing for the petitioner submits

that  the  petitioner  was  falsely  implicated.  He  draws  the

attention of the Court to the Memo dated June 12, 2018 where

duties  to  the  petitioner  were  specified.  Subsequently,  a

disciplinary proceeding was initiated against the petitioner. In

response  to  a  query  of  the  Court,  he  submits  that  the

disciplinary proceeding ultimately resulted in a final finding of

guilt and the service of the petitioner was terminated. A writ

petition  is  pending  against  such  final  order  passed  in  the

disciplinary proceeding. He submits that during the disciplinary

proceeding,  the  petitioner  approached  the  writ  Court

whereupon a direction was passed requiring the authority to

furnish the documents which the prosecution relied upon in the

disciplinary proceeding and the petitioner was permitted to take

inspection of the documents which the petitioner sought to rely

upon  in  the  disciplinary  proceeding.  He  submits  that  on



inspection being taken, the relevant documents were not found

to be prepared by the petitioner.

Learned  Advocate  appearing  for  the  State  draws  the

attention of  the  Court  to  the  contents in  the  case  diary.  He

submits that the investigations are yet to be concluded. 

In the disciplinary proceeding, the petitioner was found

guilty. One of the charges in the disciplinary proceeding is the

manipulation of the documents by the petitioner. Although, the

level of proof required in a disciplinary proceeding and in the

Criminal  Procedure  Code  are  different,  in  the  facts  of  the

present  case  and taking  into  consideration the  fact  that  the

investigations are yet to be concluded, it cannot be said that the

petitioner  is  not  involved in  this  case.  Consequently,  we are

unable to grant anticipatory bail to the petitioner.

Consequently, CRM (A) 492 of 2022 is rejected.

 

                             (Debangsu Basak, J.) 

                                     (Bibhas Ranjan De, J.)
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