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1. Heard the learned Counsel for the parties.   

2. Considered the materials placed before us including the 

statement of the victim recorded under Section 164 

Cr.P.C.  

3. The allegation is resisted by the petitioner on the ground 

that civil dispute is pending between the parties being 

relatives and there is delay of one month in lodging the 

FIR.  There is no material to sustain the submission 

regarding pendency of the civil dispute and, as such, in a 

case of delicate relationship, one month delay in lodging 

the FIR is quite understood and that is a fact to be 

decided by the trial court only. 

4. Regard being had to the seriousness of the charge and 

gravity of the offence, we are not inclined to exercise our 
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discretion under Section 438 Cr.P.C. in favour of the 

petitioner. 

5. The prayer for anticipatory bail is rejected.   

6. Accordingly, CRM(A) 3216 of 2023 is dismissed. 

 

                                  

 (Chitta Ranjan Dash, J.) 
 

(Partha Sarathi Sen, J.) 
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