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[G.S.D]

CRM (M) 21 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. 44 of 2025, GR Case No.
3457 of 2024 arising out of Raghunathganj Police Station
Case No. 1295 of 2024 dated 13.10.2024 u/s
329(4)/115(2)/117(2)/118(1)/118(2)/109/103(1)/3(5)
of the BNS, 2023.
-And-
In the matter of : Raju Mandal @ Raju Mondal
... Petitioner(s)

Mr. Tapodip Gupta
.. for the Petitioner(s)

Mr. Igbal Kabir
Ms. Madhumita Basak
.. for the State-respondent(s)

Learned advocate for the petitioner submits that the
petitioner is in custody for one year two months and the
similarly placed accused persons have already been granted
bail.

On the other hand, learned advocate for the State,
opposes the prayer for bail and submits that there is
complicity of the present petitioner and the evidence of the
case has commenced.

Learned advocate for the State also submits that
vulnerable witnesses are yet to be examined including CSW
2 and CSW 10 - who are very vital for the present case and,

the next date for trial is fixed on 16 February, 2026.



Having regard to the fact that vulnerable witnesses
are yet to be examined, I direct the State to expedite the
examination of such witnesses and within three months from
the next date so fixed, the evidence of CSW 2 and CSW 10
are completed.

Having considered the overall circumstances, I am
not inclined to enlarge the present petitioner on bail.

Hence, the prayer for bail of the petitioner is
Rejected.

However, the petitioner can renew his prayer for bail
after the aforesaid events and the period is over.

Accordingly, CRM(M) 21 of 2026 is dismissed.

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.)






