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Reject

CRM (A) 1307 of 2026
In Re: - An application for anticipatory bail under Section 482 of the
Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita, 2023 in connection with
Chandrakona P.S. Case No.23 of 2026 dated 13.01.2026 under
Sections 223/126(2)/115(2)/118(1)/109/351(2)/3(5) of the BNS,
2023.
And
In the matter of: Bachchu Koley
....Petitioner.

Mr. Santimay Bhattacharyya

Mr. Ziaul Haque

Mr. Anirban Das

...for the petitioner.

Mr. Sourav Mondal
Mr. Arijit Bhuiya
Mr. Rony Mondal
....for the de facto complainant.

Mr. Tapodip Gupta
....Amicus.

Memo of evidence filed on behalf of the State is taken on record.

Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioner submits as
follows. There was an altercation following a dispute regarding a
property between the private parties. No grievous injury was caused.
The co-accused daughter of the petitioner was granted anticipatory

bail by the learned Sessions Judge.

Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the de facto complainant
strongly opposes the prayer for anticipatory bail. He submits that it
was the present petitioner who had undressed the victim in front of
all and thereafter both the accused assaulted the victim. At present,

the petitioner is giving threats.



Learned Amicus assisting the State relies on the case diary and
opposes the prayer for anticipatory bail. He relies on the statement of
the victim and the statements of local witnesses as well as the injury
report which shows, among other things, infliction of lacerated cut

injuries over the chest of the victim lady.

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.)



