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        [G.S.D] 

     

                         

                                       CRM (M) 636 of 2026  
 

  

 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. 25 of 2023 in connection with GR 
Case No. 1609 of 2022 arising out of Farakka PS Case No. 226 of 2022 
dated 12.07.2022 u/s 302/201 of the IPC.  

                         -And- 
 

In the matter of :  Gurwinder Singh @ Sony @ Soni  
                              

                         …  Petitioner(s)  

Mr. Tapodip Gupta 

Mr. Golam Ahammed 

      … for the Petitioner(s) 

 

Mr. Sukhamay Bhatacharya 

Mr. Soumyadip Saha 

      … for the State-respondent(s) 

                  
                                              

          

The petitioner is in custody since 5th August, 2022. It 

is also submitted that out of the 24 witnesses cited by the 

prosecution, till date, only 13 witnesses have been examined 

and the evidence of P.W.14 is in progress. 

Learned advocate for the State opposes the prayer 

for bail and submits that there are overwhelming materials 

appearing against the present petitioner. 

I have taken into account the previous orders passed 

by this court. 

Having considered the same and emphasizing that 

the prosecution should appreciate that Article 21 of the 

Constitution of India will have an overriding effect, as a 
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matter of last chance, the prosecution is granted six months’ 

time to complete rest of the witnesses. 

The learned trial court would, accordingly, fix a 

schedule so that the trial is taken to its logical conclusion 

within the aforesaid period. In case, within the six months 

from the next date fixed, the trial court is unable to 

complete rest of the witnesses inspite of all cooperation 

extended by the petitioner, the learned trial court would, 

thereafter, release the petitioner on bail. 

Considering the overall circumstances, I am not 

inclined to enlarge the petitioner on bail at this stage. 

Hence, the prayer for bail of the petitioner is 

Rejected. 

Accordingly, CRM (M) 636 of 2026 is dismissed.  

The learned Registrar General, High Court, Calcutta 

is directed to communicate this court to the learned trial 

court being the learned Additional Sessions Jude, 1st Fast 

Track Court, Jangipur, Murshidabad. 

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.) 
 

 



 3 

                                

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


