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Two  applications  for  anticipatory  bail  are  taken  up  for

analogous  consideration  as  they  emanate  out  of  the  same

police case.



Learned  advocates  appearing  for  both  the  petitioners

submit that, their clients were falsely implicated.  Credentials

of their clients were misutilized fraudulently for the purpose of

creating a legal entity. None of the petitioners are beneficiaries

of the alleged fraud.  Petitioner being Milind Singh Yadav filed

an application under Section 156(3) of the Criminal Procedure

Code much prior in point of time and that there is a report by

the police in such proceeding. 

Petitioner being Ashutosh Tiwari  was enlarged on bail  in

two cases of fraud of similar nature.

Learned  advocate  appearing  for  the  State  draws  the

attention of the Court to the materials in the case diary.  He

submits  that  the  de  facto  complainant  contacted  a  person

claimed  to  be  from  Singapore  whereupon,  the  de  facto

complainant invested in the gold market.  Initially, the de facto

complainant  received  a  return.  Thereafter,  the  de  facto

complainant was informed that he made huge profit from the

investments made and that in order to acquire such profits the

account was required to be unlocked. In order to unlock such

account,  various  amounts  were  demanded.  De  facto

complainant  initially  complied  with  such  requisitions  for

payment and, thereafter, filed the present police complaint. He

submits that the two petitioners before Court are Directors of

the legal entity who ultimately stood benefited out of the fraud

committed.

Apparently, the police case revolves around cyber crime.

Materials in the case diary suggest that both the petitioners

are involved with a legal entity who participated in the cyber

crime.  The legal entity is a beneficiary of money belonging to

the de facto complainant.  Petitioners before us are signatories

of the bank account and directors of such legal entity.

There are two police complaints as against Ashutosh Tiwari

where,  apparently,  he  obtained  bail.  Milind  Singh  Yadav,
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apparently, approached the Court with regard to his claim of

misutilisation of his credential.

Role  of  both  the  petitioners  in  the  present  police  case

requires investigations.

Enlarging  the  petitioners  on  anticipatory  bail  will  be

inimical to such investigations.

In such circumstances, we are unable to grant anticipatory

bail to both the petitioners.

Prayer  for  anticipatory  bail  of  both  the  petitioners  is

rejected.

CRM (A)  5157 of  2023 and CRM (A)  4181 of  2023 are

dismissed. 

                  (Debangsu Basak, J.)

                         (Md. Shabbar Rashidi, J.)
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