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 Report filed on behalf of the State is taken on record. 

 No one appears on behalf of the de facto complainant.  

Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioner submits that 

the petitioner has been falsely implicated in this case due to previous 

grudge.  Earlier, the grandfather of the petitioner had lodged an FIR 

against the father of the alleged victim in the year 2025 regarding an 

incident. 

 Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the State opposes the 

prayer for anticipatory bail.  He refers to the statement of the 12 year 

old victim present at page 77 of the case diary and to her injury 

report.  He also refers to the statement of the local witness who has 

implicated the present petitioner.  He also refers to other statements 

of witnesses. 
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 Considering the above and the other incriminating materials 

available in the case diary, I do not consider this to be a fit case for 

granting anticipatory bail. 

 The application for anticipatory bail is, thus, rejected. 

 Urgent photostat certified copies of this order may be delivered to 

the learned Advocates for the parties, if applied for, upon compliance 

of all formalities.  

 

        (Jay Sengupta, J.) 


