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C.R.M. (M) 2618 of 2025 

 

In Re: An application for bail under Section 439 of the Code of Criminal 

Procedure, 1973 corresponding under Section 483 of Bharatiya Nagarik 

Suraksha Sanhita, 2023 filed in connection with Beldanga Police Station 

Case No.292 of 2023 dated 21.04.2023 under Sections 376 of the Indian 

Penal Code, 1860 and Section 4 of the Protection of Children from 

Sexual Offences Act, 2012 and subsequently charge-sheet submitted 

under Sections 376 AB of the Indian Penal Code, 1860 and Section 6 of 

the Protection of Children from Sexual Offences Act, 2012; 

 

                                      Haider Ali @ Hayder Sk. 

                                                   Versus 

                                      The State of West Bengal & Anr.                               

 

    Mr. Jaydeep Biswas 

                      Mr. Amanul Islam 

                      Mr. Sourav Mukherjee 

                      Mr. Kaushik Ghosh 

                      Mr. Raja Das. 

                                            …for the petitioner. 
   

                     Ms. Sonali Das 

                     Ms. Kanchan Roy. 

                                               …for the State. 

                                        
   

  Affidavit-of-service filed by the petitioner be kept with the 

record. 

  Learned advocate appearing for the petitioner submits 

that the petitioner is in custody for 2 years 2 months and he has 

been falsely implicated in connection with the instant case. It has 

also been pointed out that there is no evidence to suggest the 

petitioner being involved in the offence and considering the period 

for which he has been detained he may be released on bail. 

  Learned advocate for the State, on the other hand, 
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opposes the prayer for bail and submits that there are materials in 

support of the case, additionally the evidence of the victim is in 

progress. 

  Having considered the stage of the case, I am of the view 

that presently without the victim being completely examined, it 

would not be fit and proper for allowing the relief prayed for by the 

petitioner. 

  Accordingly, CRM(M) 2618 of 2025 is dismissed. 

  Report submitted by the State be kept with the record. 

  Petitioner would renew his prayer for bail after the 

evidence of the victim is over. 

  All parties shall act on the server copy of this order duly 

downloaded from the official website of this Court. 

   Urgent photostat certified copy of this order, if applied 

for, be supplied to the parties upon compliance of all requisite 

formalities.  

 

                              (Tirthankar Ghosh, J.) 

 

   
 


