201 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM No.M-39429 of 2013
Date of Decision: January 09, 2015

Toni Jain .... Petitioner
VS.
State of Punjab .... Respondent
CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDIP SINGH
Present: Mr. Sanjeev Kumar Bawa, Advocate for the petitioner.

Mr. Nikhil K. Chopra, Deputy Advocate General, Punjab
assisted by AS| Puran Singh.

Mr. Naveen Bawa, Advocate for the complainant.
1.Whether Reporters of Local Newspapers may be allowed to see the
Jjudgment?

2. To be referred to the Reporters or not?
3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the Digest?

Kuldip Singh J.(Oral)

Short reply by way of affidavit of Mr. Deepak Hilori, IPS,
Assistant Commissioner of Police (Central), Ludhiana, on behalf of
the State, has been filed, stating therein that after the investigation, it
is found that no offence has been made out against the petitioner.
Therefore, the cancellation report under Section 173 of the Code of
Criminal Procedure, 1973 has been prepared and will be shortly
submitted before the learned lllaga Magistrate.

Learned counsel for the complainant has opposed the

prayer of the petitioner for grant of anticipatory bail.
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However, | am of the view that since the police has found
that no offence is made out against the petitioner and cancellation
report has been prepared, therefore, the anticipatory bail granted to
the petitioner vide order dated 22.11.2013, is made absolute.

Petition is allowed accordingly.

(KULDIP SINGH)
January 09, 2015 JUDGE
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