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      Serial no. 19 
        [G.S.D] 

     

                         

                                       CRM (M) 2223 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 Sessions Case No. 17 of 2025 arising out of 
STF P.S. Case no. 01 of 2025 dated 28.01.2025 under 

Section 61(2) of the BNS, 2023 read with r/w 
25(1a)/25(1B)(a)/25(6)/29/35 of the Arms Act, 1959 

added Sections 310(4)/310(5) of the BNS, 2023.  

                         -And- 
 

In the matter of :  Aditya Maurya 
                          … … Petitioner(s)   

Mr. Sunny Nandy 
Mr. Purnendu Maity 
Mr. Tamal Singha Roy 
Ms. Yamini Tiwari 
      … for the Petitioner(s) 
 
Mr. Anupam Das Adhikari 
Ms. Srilekha Chattopadhyay 
      … for the State-respondent(s) 

                  
                                              

          

Learned advocate for the petitioner argues that the 

petitioner is in custody for 282 days and the evidence which 

has surfaced in course of the trial do not inspire confidence 

warranting further detention of the present petitioner. 

Learned advocate also submits that even accusations 

of the prosecution in respect of the knife are not 

corroborated by the witnesses. 

Learned advocate for the State, on the other hand, 

submits that live ammunitions along with deadly weapons 

were recovered from a gang of persons, consequent to 

which, seizures were effected on or about 27th January, 
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2025. Learned advocate also submits that there are 

antecedents of the present petitioner. 

However, I find from the initial seizure list, the name 

of the present petitioner is present. 

Having regard to the provisions of Sections 61(2) of 

the BNS along with the attending circumstances, at this 

stage, I am not inclined to enlarge the petitioner on bail. 

Hence, the prayer for the bail of the petitioner is 

Rejected. 

Accordingly, CRM(M) 2223 of 2025 is dismissed.  

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

Report so submitted be kept with the record.  

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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