
    
    24.11.2021
    Court No.32
    Item No. 129
    Krishnendu
    Dismissed

       CRM 1766 of 2021
      (Via video Conference)

In Re:- An application for anticipatory bail  under section 438
of  the  Code  of  Criminal  Procedure  filed  in  connection  with
Technocity  Police  Station   Case  No.  65  of  2020  dated
11.06.2020 under sections 419/420/406/467/468/471/120B of
the Indian Penal Code.

                          And

In re: Sanjay Satpathy
                                             …Petitioner

Mr. Rajdeep Mazumder
Mr. Moyukh Mukherjee
Mr. Sarthak Mondal
                            … For the Petitioner
Mr. Rudradipta Nandy                                              
                                                                 …For the State

Mr.  Mazumder,  learned  advocate  appearing  for  the

petitioner submits that the petitioner is an employee of M/s.

White  Blue  Retail  Private  Limited  and  he  has  been  falsely

implicated. No overt act has been attributed to the petitioner

and the allegations levelled against him are in the abstract. In

the said conspectus, custodial interrogation of the petitioner is

not necessary.

Mr.  Nandy,  learned advocate for  the State opposes the

petitioner’s  prayer  and  draws  our  attention  to  several

documents in the case diary. He submits that the petitioner

herein  is  a  part  of  a  racket  and  he  was  also  arrested  in

connection with a case at Gurgaon. The racket involves crores

of rupees and in view thereof, the petitioner is not entitled to



the relief,  as prayed for,  more so when investigation is  still

continuing.

Mr.  Mazumder,  in  reply,  submits  that  in  the  case,  as

referred  to  by  Mr.  Nandy,  the  petitioner  had  already  been

enlarged on bail. 

Having  heard  the  learned  advocates  appearing  for  the

respective parties and considering the materials in the case

diary, the gravity of the offence, the nature of allegations and

the  extent  of  complicity  of  the  petitioner  in  the  alleged

offence,  we  are  not  inclined  to  exercise  any  discretion  in

favour of the petitioner and  his prayer for anticipatory bail is

refused. 

The application for anticipatory bail, being CRM No. 1766

of 2021, is, accordingly, dismissed.   

All parties shall act on the server copies of this order duly 

  downloaded from the official website of this Court.

(Sugato Majumdar, J.)             (Tapabrata Chakraborty, J.)
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