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ARVIND SINGH SANGWAN,J. (Oral):

Vide order dated 26.07.2016, learned counsel for the petitioner has
restricted his prayer to the extent that in case, the petitioner is allowed to
surrender before the trial Court, a direction may be issued to the trial Court to
admit the petitioner on bail as the petitioner is ready to face the trial and he will
not hamper the proceedings and shall not delay the trial in any manner.

Counsel for the petitioner submits that the petitioner has already put
in appearance before the trial Court and has been released on bail. Thereafter,
vide order dated 30.01.2017, it was further directed that in the event of petitioner
having not complied with the order dated 26.07.2016, it will be open for the trial
Court/police to initiate further proceedings in accordance with law and the order
dated 26.07.2016 shall not come in the way.

Learned State counsel and learned counsel for the complainant have
not disputed this fact that the petitioner is appearing before the trial Court.

In view of the above, the order dated 26.07.2016 as modified vide
order dated 30.01.2017 is made absolute.

Disposed of.
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