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[REJECTED]

C. R. M. (A) 221 of 2025

In Re: An application for anticipatory bail under Section 482 of
the Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita, 2023 in connection
with Suri Police Station Case No0.309/2024 15.06.2024 under
Sections 406/420/467/468/120B of IPC.

And
In Re: Anupam Karmakar.
...... Petitioner
Mr. Smartajit Sarkar.
...... for the petitioner
Ms. Amita Gaur,
Ms. Sudeshna Das.
...... for the State
1. Petitioner is a gold smith. He contends he had

undertaken appraisal work in respect to pledged gold against
which loans were advanced. In order to cover up the role of the
bank officials he has been falsely implicated. Accordingly, he
prays for anticipatory bail.

2. Learned Advocate for the State opposes the prayer for
anticipatory bail.

3. We have considered the materials on record. We have
also gone through the directions issued by the bank with regard
to appraisal of pledged gold. As per regulations, duty was cast
upon the appraiser to undertake appraisal of pledged gold by
three methods and to come to a finding. It appears petitioner did
not follow the said regulations and gave incorrect report.
Whether a second appraisal was intentionally avoided may be a
matter of investigation qua role of bank officials but it does not

dilute the involvement of the petitioner in the crime.



4. Keeping in mind the aforesaid facts which disclose
involvement of the petitioner in enabling sanction of loan by the
bank against fake gold pledged, we are of the opinion this is not
a fit case to grant anticipatory bail.

S. Application for anticipatory bail is, thus, rejected.

(Subhendu Samanta, J.) (Joymalya Bagchi, J.)



