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Learned Advocate for the petitioners says that all the
four witnesses that the prosecution has examined till
now, have deposed against the prosecution case. The
two seizure witnesses also have not supported the
prosecution case. The petitioners are in custody for 509
days. Relying on a decision of the Hon’ble Supreme
Court in the case of Ankur Chaudhary Vs State of
Madhya Pradesh reported in 2024 SCC Online SC
2730, learned advocate submits that the petitioners
should be enlarged on bail.

Learned State Counsel has opposed the prayer
vehemently. Learned Counsel for the State submitted
that the videographer who is the first witness named in

the charge sheet, is yet to be examined.



Let definite instruction be obtained by the State as to
whether or not the videographer of the search and
seizure process has been examined. If he has been
examined, his deposition should be produced before me.

List this matter on August 19, 2026.

(Arijit Banerjee, J.)



