RAJ KUMAR

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRL. MISC. No.M-15199 OF 2015
DATE OF DECISION : 5" JANUARY, 2016

John Hans
.... Petitioner
Versus
State of Punjab

.... Respondent

CORAM : HON’'BLE MRS. JUSTICE ANITA CHAUDHRY
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Present : Mr. Prateek Pandit, Advocate for the petitioner.
Mr. V.P. S. Sidhu, AAG, Punjab.
None for the complainant.
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ANITA CHAUDHRY, J. (ORAL)

Through the instant petition, the petitioner is seeking
anticipatory bail in case FIR No.27 dated 14.03.2015, registered
under Sections 498-A and 323 IPC, Police Station City, District
Gurdaspur.

Counsel for the petitioner states that Section 406 IPC has
now been added.

Vide order dated 11.05.2015 arrest of the petitioner was
stayed and vide order dated 19.11.2015 the parties were asked to
appear before the investigating officer in an endeavor to settle the

matrimonial dispute.
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Learned counsel for the petitioner states that the parties
had appeared before the investigating officer and the petitioner has
joined the investigation and has cooperated.

Learned State counsel on instructions has stated that the
petitioner has joined the investigation.

None has appeared on behalf of the complainant.

Looking to all these circumstances, but without
commenting on the merits of the case, the petition is allowed and
order dated 11.05.2015 granting interim bail to the petitioner is made
absolute subject to the conditions laid down in Section 438 Sub

Section 2 Clauses (i)(ii) and (iii) of the Code of Criminal Procedure.

5" JANUARY, 2016 (ANITA CHAUDHRY)
‘raj’ JUDGE
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