In the Court of Sessions Judge, Murshidabad

Present : Sri Partha Pratim Chakraborty (JO-WB01240),
Sessions Judge, Murshidabad

Crl. Misc. Case No0.1958/2026

Ref. : Beldanga P.S. Case N0.852/2025 dated 10.12.2025
U/s.109/117(2)/118(2)/329(4)/3(5) of BNS.

1. YearNabiSk. ... Accused/petitioner(s).

Vs.
The State ... Opposite Party.

Order No.04 dated 09.06.2026
The application for anticipatory bail U/s.482 BNSS filed by the petitioner as named

above is taken up for hearing.

Ld. Defence Counsel has submitted that in the initial stage and during treatment, the
relatives of the injured stated that the victim was assaulted by some unknown persons. He has
further submitted that the conduct of the victim in non-disclosing the name of his assailants at
the initial stage after regaining his sense, goes to suggest that inclusion of the name of the
present accused petitioner in the statement is an after-thought.

Ld. Defence Counsel has also submitted that no such application for bail on the
selfsame cause of action has ever been filed before or rejected by the Hon’ble High Court,
Calcutta or by this Court, the Ld. P.P. expressed his agreement.

Ld. P.P.,, Murshidabad strongly opposes the prayer for anticipatory bail by referring the
Medical documents in the C.D.

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

Considered the facts and circumstances of the case.

Considered the statement of the victim who would be the best witness. At this stage, it
is improper to entertain the proposition of the Ld. Defence Counsel that the victim would
include the name of someone to help his wife.

In view of above and considering the nature and gravity of the offence and the facts and
circumstances of the case, it appears to me that this is not a fit case for granting anticipatory
bail to the present accused petitioner.

In view of above, the prayer for anticipatory bail stands rejected.

The Crl. Misc. Case is thus disposed of.

Dictd. & Cortd.
by me.

S. J., Msd. Sessions Judge, Murshidabad



