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Petitioner prays for anticipatory bail.

Learned Senior Advocate appearing for the petitioner

draws the attention of the Court two orders dated passed by the

High Court in a writ petition; one by the learned Single Judge

and the other by the Division Bench.  He submits that, the

Division Bench directed that the order of the learned Single

Judge should not form the basis of the First Information Report.

He draws the attention of the Court to the fact that the Division

Bench passed such order on December 7, 2023 while the First

Information Report was registered on December 4, 2023.
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Learned advocate appearing for the State draws the

attention of the Court to the materials of the case diary.  He

submits that, the petitioner claims to be appointed on

honorarium basis from 2024 on the basis of a letter, which on

investigation was found to be a forgery.  Moreover, he points out

that the investigation commenced pursuant to the order of the

Division Bench dated December 7, 2023 notwithstanding the

fact that, the First Information Report was registered on

December 4, 2023.  Moreover, any appointment on honorarium

basis came into existence in 2017 and not 2014.

Apparently, the petitioner claims to be appointed on

honorarium basis since 2014.  There are two orders of the High

Court, one passed by the learned Single Judge and the other by

the Division Bench.

The Division Bench by its order dated December 7, 2023

did not stop the investigation rather, directed continuance

thereof on certain parameters.

Investigation commenced subsequent to December 7,

2023 throws up startling facts.  The petitioner claims

appointment on the basis of a document which to say the least

is suspect.  Various other documents are found to be of

suspect, again to say the least, in course of the investigation.

Complicity of the petitioner in the offences alleged is writ

large in the materials so far as the available in the case diary.
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Enlarging the petitioner on anticipatory bail will be

inimical to such investigation.

In such circumstances, we are unable to grant

anticipatory bail to the petitioner and the prayer for anticipatory

bail is rejected.

The application being CRM (A) 5583 of 2023 is

dismissed.

(Debangsu Basak, J.)

                                                   (Md. Shabbar Rashidi, J.)


