
 
 
 

In the Court of Sessions Judge, Murshidabad 
 
 

Present :  Smt. Sulagna Dastidar (Chattoraj) (JO-WB-00707),   
Sessions Judge, Murshidabad (In-charge) 

 
Crl. Misc. Case No.909/2026 

 
Ref. :  Sagarpara P.S. Case No.560/2025 dated 17.06.2025   
              U/s.109/115(2)/117(2)/118(2)/3(5)/329(4)/351(2) of BNS  
              with added Sec.103(1) of BNS.   
       
 

1. Muktar Mandal                              …...  Accused/petitioner(s). 
                                                        Vs. 

      The State                                      …… Opposite Party.  

        
Order No.04 dated 06.03.2026   

The application for bail for the above named accused petitioner U/s.483 of BNSS is 

taken up for hearing.   

Heard the Ld. Advocate for the accused petitioner and the Ld. P.P., Murshidabad. 

 It is submitted for the defence that in this case Charge sheet has already been 

submitted and some other co-accused persons have been granted bail by this Court. 

Considering the same and also the period of detention of the accused, he may be granted bail.      

 It is also submitted by the Ld. Advocate for the accused petitioner that no such 

application for bail on the selfsame cause of action has been filed or rejected by Hon’ble Court, 

to which the Ld. P.P. expressed his agreement.   

 Ld. P.P., Murshidabad has opposed the prayer for bail.  

 Ld. Counsel for the defacto complainant has appeared by filing Vokalatnama with 

petition of objection and has raised strong objection to the prayer for bail.  

 Perused the materials in case record and the C.D.     

 I have carefully gone through the version made in the F.I.R. vis-à-vis the statement of 

witnesses U/s.180 of BNSS as well as U/s.183 of BNSS with other materials in C.D. including 

the Medical documents, Post Mortem report, Inquest report etc.     

 Considering the nature of allegation made and the materials in C.D. and the specific 

overt act attributed against the present accused petitioner, as it appears from the statement 

U/s.183 of BNSS, I am of the view that this is not a fit case to enlarge the present accused 

petitioner on bail.   

Accordingly, the prayer for bail U/s.483 of BNSS stands rejected.  

The Crl. Misc. case is thus disposed of. 

Dictd. & Cortd. 
by me. 
 

S. J.,  Msd. (I/C.)               Sessions Judge, Murshidabad 
                                                                                               (In-Charge) 


