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In Re: An application for anticipatory bail under Section 
482 of the BNSS, 2023.  In connection with Dantan P.S 

case no. 363 of 2022 dated 15/09/2022 under section 
409/420/467/468/471/477A/120B of the IPC.                   

In the matter of:  Sitaram Shee               

...Petitioner.  

Mr. Chandrachur Lahiri  

…for the petitioner.  
Mr. Brojesh Jha  
Mr. Mukesh Kr. Gupta  

…for the State.  
 

1. Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioner 

submits as follows.  The petitioner was an employee of a 

third party company which acted as a correspondence 

agent of the bank in question.  It is alleged that some 

money paid by the victims was not deposited to the bank.  

However, the petitioner was not solely responsible for the 

alleged transactions.  The initial claim of embezzlement of 

Rs.90 lakhs was later reduced to Rs.15 lakhs.   

2. Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the State opposes 

the prayer for anticipatory bail.  He refers to the 

statements of witnesses and copies of documents present 

in the case diary.  He also refers to the statements of the 

witnesses from the third party/agent of the bank and 

statement of the brother of the petitioner who implicated 

the petitioner.  Further, pursuant to a direction passed by 
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this Court, the statements of victims were recorded and 

they have also directly implicated the petitioner.   

3. Considering the above and the other incriminating 

materials available in the case diary, I do not consider 

this to be a fit case to grant anticipatory bail to the 

petitioner.     

4. Accordingly, the application for anticipatory bail is 

rejected.   

 

(Jay Sengupta, J.) 


