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And
In the matter of: Tanima Chowdhury
....Petitioner.
Mr. Sabyasachi Mukherjee
Mr. Ranabeer Halder
...for the petitioner.

Mr. Kaustav Lal Mukherjee
....for the State.

Mr. Moyukh Mukherjee
Ms. Sagnika Banerjee

Ms. Sarmistha Basak
....for the 0.p.2

Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioner submits as
follows. The petitioner is absolutely innocent and has been falsely
implicated in this case. The whole dispute pertains to family issues
between the de facto complainant and her husband. Earlier, this
Court was pleased to grant anticipatory bail to an advocate who was
allegedly involved in this case. The petitioner stands on the same

footing as the said lawyer, who was granted such benefit.

Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the de facto complainant
opposes the prayer for anticipatory bail and submits as follows.
Initially, the wife filed a case against the husband, among other
things, alleging acid attack. The husband was taken into custody
and charge sheet was filed. Later on, the husband produced video

footage and other photographs which showed that the whole false



story of the acid attack was carefully planned and staged by the wife
along with the present petitioner and the others. The present
petitioner and others are in the habit of foisting such fake stories in

different cases. They take money and gold for doing so.

Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the State relies on the
case diary and opposes the prayer for anticipatory bail. He relies on
the statements of witnesses recorded before the learned Magistrate.

He also refers to the video footage in this regard.

It appears that when anticipatory bail was granted to the
concerned lawyer, it was never argued by any of the parties that the
lawyer was involved in staging a fake acid attack, or for that matter,
that there was any video to that effect. The allegation was of false
advice and deceit. The other reason for grant of the relief was that

she was having a two months old infant.

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.)



