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         Petitioner prays for bail.

Learned Advocate appearing for the petitioner submits

that although the order of the Sessions Court records that

the  prayer  for  bail  was  rejected  earlier.  It  was  wrongly

recorded since  the  prayer for  bail  of  the other  co-accused

was rejected.

Learned Advocate appearing for the petitioner refers to

the evidence given by the prosecution witnesses. He submits

that none of the prosecution witness identified the petitioner

as the person assaulting the victim resulting in the murder.

Consequently,  the  prayer  for  bail  should  be  considered.

Moreover, the petitioner is in custody in excess of four years.

Learned Advocate  appearing for  the  State  draws the

attention to the materials in the case diary. He submits that

the trial is in progress.

This Court while considering the prayer for bail of an

accused undergoing trial,  need not enter into the arena of



evaluating the evidence and the complicity of the petitioner

as appearing from the evidence so far led.

Considering  the  gravity  of  the  offence  and  the

involvement of the petitioner therein as transpiring from the

materials in the case diary, we are unable to grant bail to the

petitioner.

          CRM  (DB) 973 of 2022 is rejected     

                             (Debangsu Basak, J.) 

                                     (Bibhas Ranjan De, J.)
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