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In Re:- An application for anticipatory bail under Section 438 of the 
Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973 corresponding to Section 482 of 
the Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita, 2023 in connection with  
Hatishala PS Case No.100/2025 dated 09.05.2025 under Sections 
319(2)/318(4)/338/336(3)/340(2)/316(2)/61(2) of the BNS, 2023. 
 

And 
   

In the matter of: Md. Rejaul Karim Molla 
             … petitioner 
                                                               

Mr. Sanjib Bandopadhyay, 
Mr. Rabindra Nath Das. 
                  …for the petitioner. 
 
Mr. Sandip Chakraborty, 
Ms. Eshita Dutta. 
   ..for the State. 
 
 

Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioner submits 

as follows. The de facto complainant and his associates wanted to 

purchase some land. It is alleged that a person impersonated the 

owner of the land and took money from them. Seven cheques were 

encashed, but the property was never delivered. The petitioner has 

been falsely implicated in this case. He was never a beneficiary of the 

transaction. The money that came into his account was immediately 

transferred. The petitioner stands on a different footing than Md. 

Motasim Billah @ Rintu, whose anticipatory bail application was 

rejected by this Court. 

Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the State opposes the 

prayer for anticipatory bail. He submits that the petitioner is a 

fraudster. He stands on the same footing as the one whose 

anticipatory bail application was earlier rejected by this Court. While 

the said other co-accused received a sum of Rs.11.5Lakhs, the 

present petitioner received a sum of Rs.10Lakhs in his account. He 
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thereafter transferred the sum to the bank of one Khairul. The 

statement of the witness Khairul, implicates the present petitioner. 

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 to the present petitioner.  

The application for anticipatory bail of the petitioner 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.)  

                            


