
       31.03.2026   IN THE HIGH COURT AT CALCUTTA 

Item No.75   CRIMINAL MISCELLANEOUS JURISDICTION 

  Ct.No.35 

        dc.   
  Rejected 

C.R.M. (M) 551 of 2026   

                      

 

In Re : An Application for bail under Section 439 of the Code 
of Criminal Procedure, 1973 corresponding to Section 483 of 

the Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita, 2023 filed in 
connection with Gangnapur Police Station Case No. 138 of 
2024 dated 18.05.2024 under Section 395 of the Indian Penal 

Code subsequently added Sections 397/412 of the Indian 
Penal Code and Sections 25/27 of the Arms Act.  

 

                   And 
 

In Re :   Khokan Das        

      ... Petitioner. 
     

Mr. Prabir Majumder 
           ... For the Petitioner. 
 

Mr. Antarikhya Basu, 
Mr. Dattatreya Dutta 

           ... For the State. 
  

Learned advocate appearing for the petitioner submits 

that the petitioner is in custody since 10.06.2024. It has 

been submitted that similarly placed accused persons have 

already been granted bail. 

Learned advocate appearing for the State, on the other 

hand, opposes the prayer for bail and submits that from the 

possession of the petitioner, a mobile phone has been 

recovered which belongs to the de facto complainant. It has 

been further pointed out that there are earlier six 

antecedents of the petitioner in respect of similar offences of 

dacoity. 

Records of the case reflect that till date, ten witnesses 

have been examined and prosecution proposes to examine 

20 witnesses in whole in support of its case. As a matter of 



 2 

last chance, prosecution is granted six months’ time to 

complete the examination of rest of the witnesses. 

If within the aforesaid period, the prosecution, in spite 

of cooperation extended by the petitioner and other accused 

persons, is unable to complete the examination of the 

witnesses, petitioner would be at liberty to approach this 

Court for renewal of his prayer for bail. 

At this stage, I am not inclined to release the petitioner 

on bail. As such, the prayer for bail of the petitioner is 

rejected. 

The application for bail, being CRM (M) 551 of 2026, 

is, thus, disposed of. 

All concerned 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 with all 

requisite formalities. 

 

                             (Tirthankar Ghosh, J.) 

            


