
               27.08.2026 
               Sl.No. 11 
               Ct. No. 39 
                D. Hira 
               (rejected)                                                   

                                      In The High Court At Calcutta                       
                        Appellate Side   

             
                      CRM (A) No. 2068 of 2026  

                                                     
In Re: An application under Section 482 of the Bharatiya 
Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita, 2023 filed in connection with 
G.R. Case No. 914 of 2026 arising out of Tapan Police 
Station Case No. 256 of 2026 dated 24.05.2026 under 
Sections 69/115(2)/316(2)/351(3) of the Bharatiya 
Nyaya Sanhita, 2023.  
 

-And- 
 

In the matter of : Tapas Barman @ Tumpu. 
                                                                   … petitioner 
 
Mr. Sayan Kanjilal. 

….for the petitioner 
 
Mr. Abhra Mukherjee, 
Mr. Sauradeep Dutta. 
            … for the de-facto complainant  
 
  Ms. Supriti Sarkhel. 
        … for the State 

 
 
1. Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioner 

submits that the victim as well as the present petitioner 

were involved in an extra marital relationship for a long 

period as her husband was a migrant labour, who works 

in the different places.  He prays for anticipatory bail on 

any terms and conditions. 

2. Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the de-facto 

complainant strongly opposes the prayer for anticipatory 

bail and further submits that she had been raped upon 

threatening to murder her husband. 
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3. Learned counsel representing the State produces the 

memo of evidence as well as case diary and relies upon 

the statement of the victim under Section 183 of the 

B.N.S.S. and opposes the prayer for anticipatory bail. 

4. Having heard the learned counsels for the respective 

parties and upon perusal of the memo of evidence, case 

diary including the statement of the victim under Section 

183 of the B.N.S.S., this court finds there are sufficient 

materials against the present petitioner of the alleged 

offences. 

5. Accordingly, this court is of the view that this case is not 

a fit case for granting anticipatory bail to the present 

petitioner. 

6. Accordingly, the prayer for anticipatory bail of the 

petitioner is rejected. 

7. Memo of evidence filed in court today is taken on record. 

8.  Consequently, CRM (A) No. 2068 of 2026 is, thus, 

dismissed. 

9.  All parties shall act on the server copies of this order 

duly downloaded from the official website of this court. 

10. Concerned Department is directed to supply certified 

copies of this order to the parties, if applied for, upon 

compliance of all necessary formalities. 

 

 ( Ajay Kumar Gupta, J. ) 


