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CRM (M) 200 of 2026

In Re: An Application for Bail under Section 439 of the Code of
Criminal Procedure, 1973/Under Section 483 of the Bharatiya
Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita, 2023 in connection with Junput Coastal
Police Station case no. 179 of 2024 dated 13.09.2024 wunder
Sections 64(2)(m)/108/351(2)/3(5) of the Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita,
2023.

And

In the matter of : XXXX

...... Petitioner.
Mr. Kaushik Choudhury
Mr. Dwaipayan Panda
...... for the Petitioner.
Mr. Partha Pratim Das
Mr. Mainak Gupta
...... for the State.
Mr. Avilash Tripathi
Ms. Sayantika Saha
Ms. Bagisha Basak
Mr. Soumyadeepp Sardar
...... for the de-facto complainant.
Learned advocate appearing for the petitioner submits that
petitioner is in custody for more than one year four months. There
has been hardly any progress of the case and the petitioner being 71
years aged has been falsely implicated in connection with the

instant case.

Learned advocate for the de-facto complainant is present and

opposes the prayer for bail.

Learned advocate for the State has produced the evidence of

the victim.

I have taken into account the same along with other medical

documents appearing in the Case Diary. Having regard to the



totality of the circumstances, I am of the view that this is not a fit

case for granting bail.

Learned trial Court would at least once in a month fix a
schedule of three dates and proceed with the trial of the case so that
the same can be taken to its logical conclusion within a reasonable

period time.

Accordingly, CRM (M) 200 of 2026 is dismissed.

All parties shall act in terms of server copy of the order

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 with all requisite

formalities.

(Tirthankar Ghosh, J.)



