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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-27289-2017
Date of Decision: 02.02.2018

Tarsem Chand @ Tarsem Kabaria @ Tarsem Singh ...Petitioner

V/s.
State of Punjab ...Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AMOL RATTAN SINGH.
Present: Mr. Sumeet Puri, Advocate for the petitioner.

Mr. Bhupender Beniwal, AAG, Punjab.
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AMOL RATTAN SINGH, J. (Oral).

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that even as per the
reply filed on behalf of the State, it has been stated that neither is the car in
which his co-accused are stated to have been apprehended with the opium,
registered in the petitioner's name, nor even is the mobile phone, on the
basis of which telephone calls are stated to have been exchanged with co-
accused Rinku Kumar, shown to be that of petitioner, but of one Sheetal son
of Balbir Singh.

That being so, without making any comment whatsoever on the
actualinvolvement of the petitioner in the crime alleged, which would be
gone into by the trial Court, a report under Section 173 Cr.P.C. already
having been filed, this petition is disposed of with the order dated

17.08.2017, admitting the petitioner to bail, made absolute.
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