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Sl. No.87
NB

CRM (A) 767 of 2026
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
Chandaneswar PS Case No0.34/2025 dated 12.04.2025 under
Sections 103(1)/3(5) of the BNS, 2023.

And

In the matter of: Jahir Laskar @ Jahir Ali Laskar
... petitioner

Mr. Kallal Kumar Basu,
Md. Jannat ul Firdous,
Mr. Rajsekhar Hota.
...for the petitioner.
Mr. Soumik Ganguli,
Ms. Suruchi Saha.
..for the State.
Mr. Debapriya Majumder.
...for the de facto complainant.
Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioner submits
that he has been falsely implicated in this case.
The allegation is of lynching of the victim by a violent mob.
Reliance has been placed by the State on the postmortem
report and the statements of witnesses implicating the present
petitioner as one of the assailants. Learned counsel for the State also
refers to an order passed by a Coordinate Bench of this Court
rejecting the bail application of one of the accused after ten months of
custody. Orders of proclamation and attachment have also been
issued against the petitioner.
Considering the above, the other incriminating materials
available in the case diary and the fact that orders of proclamation
and attachment have also been issued against the petitioner, | 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.)



