
04.11.2025 
      Serial no. 29 
        [G.S.D] 

     

                         

                                       CRM (M) 2163 of 2025  
 

  

 In re : An Application for Bail under Section 439 of the Code of 

Criminal Procedure, 1973/under Section 483 of the BNSS, 2023 in 
connection with Kulpi Police Station Case No. 445 of 2024 
dated 08.12.2024 under Sections 103(2)/61(2) of the BNS, 

2023.  

                         -And- 
 

In the matter of :  Md. Sabbir Halder @ Sabir Halder 
                          … … Petitioner(s)   

Mr. Ayan Basu 
Mr. Sandip Kr. Mondal 
Mr. Sumit Routh 
      … for the Petitioner(s) 
 
Mr. Arindam Sen 
Mr. Provas Bhattacharyay 
      … for the State-respondent(s) 
Mr. Debabrata Acharyya 
Ms. Sital Samanta 
Mr. SuranjanMondal 
            … For the Defacto-complainant 

                                                                                                                              
   

                                              
          

Learned advocate for the petitioner submits that the 

petitioner is in custody for 275 days and, inspite of the 

charge-sheet having been submitted, there has been no 

progress in the trial of the case. Learned advocate submits 

that the petitioner is innocent of the charges and is being 

falsely implicated in the instant case. 

Learned advocate also insists on perusal of the 

statement under Section 180 of the Rashid Ali Paik. 

Learned advocate for the State has produced the 

Case Diary. 

I have considered the statement of Rashid Ali Paik 

appearing in the Case Diary. However, so far as the present 
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petitioner is concerned, it has also been stated that there 

are overt acts of the petitioners along with the other 

accused persons. 

Learned advocate for the defacto-complainant is 

present and submits that there are antecedents of the 

present petitioner. 

Be that as it may, having considered the complicity 

of the present petitioner in the alleged offence, I am not 

inclined to enlarge the petitioner on bail. 

Hence, the prayer for bail of the petitioner is 

Rejected. 

Accordingly, CRM(M) 2163 of 2025 is dismissed. 

Pending application(s), if any, is also disposed of.  

CD be returned to the learned advocate for the 

State. 

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, J.) 
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