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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-60693-2023
Date of decision: 30.01.2024

Noor Alam
...Petitioner
Versus

State of Haryana

...Respondent
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KARAMIJIT SINGH
Present: Mr. Naveen Kashyap, Advocate for the petitioner.

Mr. Vijesh Sharma, Addl. A.G. Haryana.
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KARAMUJIT SINGH, J. (ORAL)

1. The present petition has been filed by the petitioner under
Section 439 Cr.P.C for grant of regular bail in case FIR No0.39 dated
10.10.2023 under Section 419, 420 of IPC (Section 201 and 120-B of IPC
added later on) at Police Station Cyber Crime NIT, District Faridabad

(Annexure P-1).

2. The allegations in nutshell are that complainant-Ritesh Kumar
Adhlakha lodged a complaint with the police that some unknown persons
committed online fraud with him and they lured the complainant to
handover huge amount to them. During investigation, the petitioner and

other accused were arrested.

3. Counsel for the petitioner submits that the petitioner has been
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falsely implicated in the present case and was arrested on 17.10.2023 and is
personally lodged in judicial custody. It is further submitted that now the

matter stands compromised with the complainant.

4. The present petition is resisted by the State counsel who
submits that the petitioner and other accused persons committed online
fraud and defrauded the complainant of Rs.97,978/-. However, the State
counsel has not refuted the fact that the FIR in this case was registered
against unknown persons and the petitioner was nominated as accused on
the basis of disclosure statement of co-accused Mahesh Pal Singh @

Amandeep.

5. Mr. Amit Khari, Advocate for the complainant submits that the
matter stands compromised between the parties and the complainant has no

objection if the present petition is allowed.

6. In view of the above, no purpose is going to be served by

keeping the petitioner in custody for any longer period.

7. Consequently, without expressing any opinion on the merits of
the case, the present petition is allowed and the petitioner is ordered to be
released on regular bail subject to his furnishing bail/surety bonds to the
satisfaction of the trial Court/CJM/Duty Magistrate concerned, if the

petitioner is not required by the police in any other criminal case.
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