IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-33840-2018 (O&M)
Date of Decision:25.10.2018

Anil Kumar Yadav ... Petitioner
Vs.

State of Haryana ... Respondent

CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE P.B. BAJANTHRI

Present : Mr. Sandeep Kumar Yadav, Advocate
for the petitioner.
Mr. Neeraj Poswal, A.A.G. Haryana.

P.B. BAJANTHRI J. (Oral)

In the instant petition, petitioner has sought for anticipatory bail
under the provision of Section 438 of Cr.P.C in case FIR No.47 dated
27.01.2018 registered under Sections 419, 420 IPC at Police Station City
Narnaul, District Mahendergarh.

2. Learned counsel for the petitioners submitted that he could not
appear in examination as he could not reach in the examination timely.
Allegation against the petitioner are alleged making arrangement of a
person who appear in examination in the guise of petitioner. Petitioners
were granted the benefit of interim bail vide order dated 30.08.2018 and
directed to join investigation. Pursuant to the order dated 30.08.2018,
petitioner has joined the investigation. Learned counsel prayed for making
the order dated 30.08.2018 as absolute.

3. Learned State counsel on instructions from HC Sanjay Kumar
submitted that pursuant to the order dated 30.08.2018, petitioner has joined
the investigation and he is not required for custodial interrogation.

4. In view of these factual aspect, without commenting on the
merit of the case, order dated 30.08.2018 granting ad-interim bail to the
petitioners is made absolute subject to the conditions envisaged under

Section 438 (2) Cr.P.C.
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5. Petition stands allowed accordingly.

6. However, the petitioner shall not in any way indulge in any
criminal activities and he shall also not influence the witnesses or otherwise

interfere with the fair trial.
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