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      Serial no. 31 
        [G.S.D] 

     

                         

                                       CRM (M) 2911 of 2025  
 

  

 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 SPL Case No. 106/2025 arising out of 
Baguihati Police Station case No. 359 of 2025 dated 

03.06.2025 u/s 143(3)/143(4)/127(2)/3(5) of the BNS, 
2023 read with Sections 3/4/5/7 of the Immoral Trafficking 

Prevention Act and 8/12/17 of the POCSO Act.  

                         -And- 
 

In the matter of :  Sabyasachi Ghosh 
                              

                     …  Petitioner(s) 

  
Mr. Debasis Kar 
Mr. Husen Mustafi 
Mr. Arka Tilak Bhadra 
Ms. Paromita Mitra 
Ms. Suhana Pervin 
      … for the Petitioner(s) 
 
Ms. Debjani Sahu 
      … for the State-respondent(s) 
Ms. Jhuma Sen 
Mr. Anirban Dey 
Ms. Arpita De 
Mr. Samsul Laskar 
                                       … for the Victim 

                  
                                              

          

Learned advocate for the petitioner submits that the 

petitioner is in custody for eight months. According to the 

learned advocate, there are hardly any materials against the 

present petitioner and, if at all, the allegations are accepted 

to be true, the same may be a case of attempt and/or 

request so made at the behest of the present petitioner. 

Learned advocate for the defacto-complainant is 

present and opposes the prayer for bail. 
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Learned advocate for the State has produced the 

case diary which shows complicity of the present petitioner 

in the alleged offence. 

Having considered the gravity of the offence, I am 

not inclined to enlarge the petitioner on bail. 

Hence, the prayer for bail of the petitioner is 

rejected. 

It has been informed that the case has not been 

committed till date to the court of Sessions. The learned 

Sessions Court is directed to proceed with the trial of the 

case in accordance with law. 

Accordingly, CRM(M) 2911 of 2025 is dismissed.  

Pending application(s), if any, is also disposed of.  

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.) 
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