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 Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioners submits 

that during pendency of this application, the petitioner no.2 has been 

arrested. As such, the application is not pressed, so far as he is 

concerned.  

 Accordingly, the application for anticipatory bail is dismissed as 

not pressed, so far as the petitioner no.2 is concerned. 

 Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioners further 

submits as follows. The petitioners have been falsely implicated in 

this case. However, so far as the petitioner nos. 1 and 3 are 

concerned, it is alleged that they assaulted the victim with a lathi. 

The petitioner no.4 is alleged to have assaulted the victim with a 

knife. 

 Learned counsel for the State opposes the prayer for anticipatory 

bail. He refers to the injury report and the statements of witnesses. 

He also submits that the petitioners had earlier filed an application 

for anticipatory bail before this Court which was dismissed as not 
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pressed. This makes it a second application for anticipatory bail, 

which is not maintainable. In any event, proclamation has been 

issued against all the petitioners. 

 Considering the incriminating materials available in the case 

diary, that proclamation has been issued against the petitioners and 

the fact that this is a second application without any substantial 

change in circumstance, I do not consider this is to be a fit case for 

granting anticipatory bail. 

 Accordingly, the application for anticipatory bail of the petitioners 

is rejected. 

        (Jay Sengupta, J.) 


