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221 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-54659-2024
Date of Decision: 08.11.2024

Surender Kumar ...Petitioner
VS.
State of Haryana ...Respondent

Coram : Hon’ble Mr. Justice N.S.Shekhawat
Present:  Mr. Sudhir, Advocate with

Mr. Jitender, Advocate

Ms. Sabina, Avocate, and

Ms. Jyoti, Advocate, for the petitioner.

Ms. Harpreet Kaur, AAG, Haryana.

deskk

N.S.Shekhawat J. (Oral)

1. The petitioner has filed the instant petition under Section 483 of
Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita, 2023 with a prayer to grant regular bail to
him in case FIR No.37 dated 03.06.2024 registered under Sections 420, 467,
468, 471 and 120-B of IPC, at Police Station Cyber Crime, Sonipat.

2. Learned counsel for the petitioner contends that the complainant
has falsely alleged that the petitioner had conspird with his co-accused and had
defrauded the complainant by siphoning off her money through fraudulent
transactions. It has further alleged that the petitioner had opened an account in
Indusind Bank in the name of co-accused Rahul Kumar and an amount of Rs.
15,000/- was transferred to co-accused Anil Khichar alias Anit Bishnoi. Out of
the said amount of Rs.15,000/-, a sum of Rs.5,000/- was given to the petitioner,

which he spent on his personal expenses. He further contends that the
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petitioner is in custody since 25.08.2024 and the investigation is almost
complete against him. He further contends that the entire case is based on
documentray evidence, which has already been collected by the police during
the course of investigation. Thus, the custody of the petitioner will not serve
any meaningful purpose.

3. On the other hand, learned State counsel has vehemently opposed
the submissions made by learned counsel for the petitioner on the ground that
serious allegations have been levelled against the present petitioner and he does

not deserve the concession of bail by this Court.

4. I have heard the learned counsel for the parties and perused the
record.
5. The petitioner is stated to be in custody since 25.08.2024 and all

the offences are triable by the Court of Magistrate. The documentary evidence
has already been collected by the police and no purpose will be served by
ordering further detention of the petitioner as an under trial prisoner.

6. Without commenting on the merits of the case, the present petition
is allowed and the petitioner is ordered to be released on bail subject to his
furnishing bail bonds/surety bonds to the satisfaction of the trial Court/Duty

Magistrate/Chief Judicial Magistrate, concerned.

(N.S.SHEKHAWAT)
08.11.2024. JUDGE
hemlata
Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes/No
Whether reportable : Yes/No
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