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Order below Exh.01 in Cri. Bail Application No.326/2026
(Passed on 16.06.2026)

This  is  an application under Section 482 of  Bharatiya

Nagarik  Suraksha  Sanhita,  2023 by  the  Applicant  Anuj  Satendra

Saxena seeking his release on pre-arrest bail in the event of arrest in

respect of Crime No.12/2025 for the offence under Sections 318(4),

336(3), 340 of the Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita, 2023 read with Section

66(D) of the Information Technology Act, registered at Cyber Police

Station, Ahilyanagar. As his name features in F.I.R., he apprehends

arrest.

2. Perused the application, say filed by the learned APP for

the State and Informant. Heard learned Advocate for the Applicant,

learned APP for the State and learned advocate for the Informant. I

have perused the documents at Sr.No.1 to 9 filed along with list

Exh.03.

3. I  have  studied  Section  482  of  Bharatiya  Nagarik

Suraksha Sanhita, 2023 as well as Sections 318(4), 336(3), 340 of

the Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita, 2023 read with Section 66(D) of the

Information Technology Act. I  have also studied the case laws of

Ayush Malhotra  Vs.  State  of  Haryana 2026 Supreme(Online)

(P&H) 6737 and Ashok Kumar Vs. State of NCT of Delhi in Bail

Application  No.40/2026  dated  22.04.2026.  The  case  laws  are

become profitable to me.

4. After going through the F.I.R. and documents filed by the
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parties,  it  is  appear  that,  the  huge  amount  is  involved  in  the

cheating. It is also necessary to investigate that, the bank account

hold by the applicant is used as tool or the helping hand to espouse

the ill-motive of  the defrauder.  If  applicant  has not  provided his

bank account to the defrauder, the said offence is not would have

been taken place. Hence, investigation to that effect is necessary. For

that, custodial interrogation is  warranted.  Considering the role of

the  Applicant  in  the  alleged  offence,  I  am on  the  opinion  that,

Applicant  is  not  entitled for  the pre-arrest  bail.  Hence,  following

order is passed.

ORDER

1. The  Criminal  Bail  Application  No.326/2026
stands rejected.

2. The proceeding is closed.

Date : 16.06.2026
(Kedar S. Kulkarni)

Additional Sessions Judge,
Court No.06, Ahmednagar.
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