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 Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioner submits as 

follows. The dispute is purely civil in nature. In fact, the de facto 

complainant had also filed a civil suit regarding this property dispute. 

Injunction has been granted in favour of the de facto complainant. 

The de facto complainant has alleged in this FIR that the petitioner 

had his property transferred and mutated in the petitioner’s name by 

relying on a changed brief which do not pertains to the said property. 

 Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the State opposes the 

prayer for anticipatory bail. He relies on the report of BL & LRO dated 

02.12.2025. He submits that being in collusion with other officials, 

the petitioner relied on a deed that pertains to some other property 

and the land of the de facto complainant was mutated in his name. 

Custodial interrogation of the petitioner is required to find out who 

else is involved in this racket.  
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 Considering the serious nature of allegations and the 

incriminating materials available in the case diary, I do not consider 

this is to be a fit case for granting anticipatory bail. 

 Accordingly, the application for anticipatory bail of the petitioner 

is rejected. 

 The personal appearance of the I.O. is noted and is dispensed 

with. 

        (Jay Sengupta, J.) 


