06.01.2026
Serial no. 59
[G.S.D]

CALCUTTA HIGH COURT
IN THE CIRCUIT BENCH AT JALPAIGURI

CRM (A) 989 of 2025

In re : An Application under Section 482 of the BNSS, 2023/under
Section 438 of the Cr.P.C. in connection with Coochbehar Sadar
Women Police Station Case No. 244 of 2025 dated
03.11.2025 u/s 85/123/3(5) and adding Section 108 of the
BNS.

-And-

In the matter of : Santana Shil & Ors.
... Petitioner(s)

Mr. S. Das
... for the petitioner(s)

Mr. Bhaskar Das
Mr. Chattu Roy
... for the State-respondent(s)

Learned advocate for the petitioners submits that the
petitioner no.1 is the married sister-in-law; petitioner no.2 is
the son of the petitioner no.1 and the petitioner no.3 is the
unmarried sister-in-law of the deceased.

Learned advocate also submits that the petitioners
are innocent and they have been falsely implicated in
connection with the instant case on the basis of embellished
facts.

Learned advocate for the State, on the other hand,

opposes the prayer for anticipatory bail and draws the



attention of the court to the statement of the deceased at
the time when she was admitted in the medical institute.
Such statement incorporates the role of each of these
petitioners.

Having considered the same, I am of the opinion that
the privilege of anticipatory bail may not be extended to the
petitioners.

Hence, the prayer for anticipatory bail of the
petitioners is rejected.

Accordingly, CRM(A) 989 of 2025 is dismissed.

Parties to act on a server copy of this order duly
collected from the official website of the Hon’ble High Court,
Calcutta.

Urgent Photostat certified copy of this order, if
applied for, be supplied to the parties subject to compliance

with all requisite formalities.

(Tirthankar Ghosh, 1.)






