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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-8692-2022
Date of decision : 28.03.2022

Rinku
... Petitioner

Versus

State of U.T. Chandigarh and another
... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE VIKAS BAHL

Present: Mr.A.P.Kaushal, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr.Deepinder Brar, Addl.PP for U.T. Chandigarh.

VIKAS BAHL, J.(ORAL)

This is a first petition under Section 438 Cr.P.C. for grant of
anticipatory bail to the petitioner in FIR no.272 dated 11.11.2016 registered
under Sections 323, 147, 148, 149, 506 IPC at Police Station Sector 36,
Chandigarh.

On 02.03.2022, a coordinate Bench of this Court was pleased to
pass the following order:-

“The prayer is for the grant of anticipatory bail in case FIR
No.272 dated 11.11.2016 under Sections 323, 147, 148, 149 and
506 IPC registered with Police Station, Sector 36, Chandigarh.

Learned Counsel for the petitioner states that due to the
wrong noting of a date the petitioner was unable to appear on
22.12.2021. He is willing to join the proceedings once again and
the mistake was completely unintentional.

Notice of motion for 28.03.2022.

The petitioner is directed to appear before the trial Court
on 08.03.2022 on which date he shall be admitted to interim bail to
the satisfaction of trial Court in such conditions as the court deems
fit.

DAVINDER KUMAR (JASJIT SINGH BEDI )
[ gtteé?:);b 31e8a-gcuracy and March 02, 2022 JUDGE”

authenticity of this order



DAVINDER KUMAR
2022.03.29 18:01
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Learned State counsel, on instructions from ASI Rakesh
Kumar, has submitted that the petitioner has appeared before the trial Court
on 08.03.2022 and has been admitted on interim bail.

Keeping in view the above said facts and circumstances, the
present petition is allowed and the interim order dated 02.03.2022 is made
absolute. The petitioner is, however, directed to appear before the trial
Court on each and every date of hearing except the date on which his
personal appearance is specifically exempted.

Nothing stated above shall be construed as an expression of
opinion on the merits of the case and the trial would proceed independently
of the observations made in the present case which are only for the purpose

of adjudicating the present bail petition.

(VIKAS BAHL)
JUDGE
March 28, 2022
Davinder Kumar
Whether speaking / reasoned Yes/No
Whether reportable Yes/No

| attest to the accuracy and
authenticity of this order



