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245 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-2116-2025
Date of Decision:08.04.2025

Vikrant ...Petitioner
Vs.
State of Haryana and another ...Respondents

Coram : Hon’ble Mr. Justice N.S.Shekhawat
Present:  Mr. Anoop Singh Sheoran, Advocate, for the petitioner.

Mr. Rajiv Sidhu, DAG, Haryana.

Mr. Manjit Singh Gahlawat, Advocate, for the complainant.
skeskesk

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.682 dated 03.09.2023 registered under Sections 406, 420 of
IPC, at Police Station Azad Nagar, Hisar, District Hisar (Section 3 of SC/ST Act
has been deleted during investigation).

2. The FIR in the present case was registered on the basis of the
statement made by respondent No.2-complainant, wherein, she had alleged that
the petitioner had cheated the complainant to the tune of Rs.25 lacs. Learned
counsel for the petitioner contends that the complainant had hatched a
conspiracy with her daughter and the husband of her daughter and falsely
involved the petitioner. In fact, Vishal and Deepak, sons of the complainant
were admitted in rehabilitation Centre of the petitioner for Drug De-addiction
Centre and were provided the treatment in the Centre. The petitioner helped the
complainant in withdrawing the money from the bank account and the amount

was withdrawn by the complainant only. He further contends that the petitioner
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was arrested in the present case on 28.06.2024 and is in custody for the last
about 10 months. The investigation has already been completed and the case is
now listed for prosecution evidence. He further contends that the prosecution
has intentionally delayed the trial before the trial Court, just to ensure the longer
period of incarceration of the present petitioner.

3. On the other hand, learned State counsel assisted by learned
counsel for the complainant have vehemently opposed the submissions made by
learned counsel for the petitioner on the ground that the petitioner has cheated a
poor widow of her hardened money to the tune of Rs.25 lacs. Apart from that,
the petitioner had himself withdrawn the amount and there was sufficient
evidence to prove the same. However, learned counsel admit that there is no

other case against the petitioner.

4. I have heard the learned counsel for the parties and perused the
record.
5. Admittedly, the petitioner is continuing in custody for the last 10

months and all the offences are triable by the Court of Magistrate. The
prosecution has not been able to examine even a single witness so far and the
conclusion of the trial may take quite a long time.

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)

08.04.2025 JUDGE
hemlata
Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes/No
Whether reportable : Yes/No

2025.04.09 04:14
| attest to the accuracy and
integrity of this document



		hemlatashrm@yahoo.co.in
	2025-04-09T04:14:15+0530
	HEMLATA
	I attest to the accuracy and integrity of this document


		hemlatashrm@yahoo.co.in
	2025-04-09T04:14:15+0530
	HEMLATA
	I attest to the accuracy and integrity of this document




