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Supplementary  Affidavit filed on
behalf of the petitioner be kept with the
record. Copies of the same have been
served upon the learned advocates for the

private respondents as well as the State.

Earlier, State has submitted a
report which reflects that there is a family
dispute existing. While the petitioner claims
to be the owner of the property, the
private respondents on the other hand,

claim that they have been using a part of



the property as a godown since long.

There was a complaint on behalf
of the respondent no.8. Pursuant to which
Bolpur P.S. Case No. 13 of 2025 dated

11.01.2025 was registered for investigation.

Mr. Edulji, learned advocate for
the petitioner, submits that the petitioner
was initially called and forced to
compromise on the issues relating to the
property which exclusively belongs to the

petitioner herself.

It has also been alleged that
unnecessarily the petitioner is being called
at the police station and she is being
detained for a considerable period of time

without any substantive interrogation.

Mr. Chatterjee, learned advocate
for the respondents, on the other hand,
submits that pursuant to the information
furnished with the police authorities, the

police authorities have registered a case.

It was also pointed out that the



parties have already approached the
learned civil court and the learned civil
court is /n seisin of the issues, a sfatus
quo order has been passed by the
learned Civil Judge (Jr. Divn.), 1% Court
in T.S. 18 of 2025 in respect of the
nature, character and possession of the

scheduled property.

Learned advocate for the
respondents also submits that the
respondents have also filed a civil suit
being T.S. 23 of 2025, wherein, same
order was passed on 18.01.2025 by the

same Court.

Having considered that the learned
Civil Court is already /n seisin of the
issues relating to the property, in case,
any application is preferred by the
concerned parties for rendering police
assistance and the learned Civil Court is
pleased to pass a direction by exercising
its discretion for necessary directions upon

the police authorities for rendering police



assistance, the police authorities  will

respect, obey and implement such order.

So far as the issue relating to
the petitioner being called at the police
station and kept awaiting for a
considerable period of time without being
confronted with any issues relating to the
investigation of the case after the
petitioner has obtained bail from the
jurisdictional court, | direct that if the
petitioner is faced unnecessarily  with
similar circumstances, the petitioner would
make an application before the learned
ACJM, Bolpur and the learned Public
Prosecutor concerned will satisfy regarding
the requirements of the petitioner for the
purposes of investigation. The learned
Magistrate accordingly will fix a schedule
for a fixed period of time on a particular
date after hearing the petitioner and the

Public Prosecutor concerned.

With the aforesaid observations,



WPA 2162 of 2025 is disposed of.

Pending application(s), if any, is

also disposed of.

Since affidavits have not been
invited, the other allegations made in the
writ petition are deemed not to have been

invited.

Parties to act on a server copy of this
order duly collected from the official website of the

Hon’ble High Court, Calcutta.

(Tirthankar Ghosh, J.)



