IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

243(1) CRR-635-2018
Date of Decision: 31.08.2022

Master Bholu through his father ... Petitioner
Versus

Central Bureau of Investigation ... Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ANOOP CHITKARA

Present:- Mr. Kunal Dawar, Advocate for the petitioner.

Mr. Rajeev Anand, Advocate for the respondent-CBI.
Mr. Rajat Gautam, D.A.G., Haryana.

Mr. Sushil K. Tekriwal, Advocate,
Mr. Anupam Singla, Advocate and
Ms. Mamta Tekriwal, Advocate for the complainant.

% %k %k %k

ANOOP CHITKARA, J. (ORAL)

1. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that application for bail filed by
the petitioner under Rule 10(5) of Juvenile Justice (Care and Protection of Children) Model
Rules, 2015 was dismissed on 15.12.2017 and appeal filed by petitioner was dismissed on
08.01.2018 with costs of Rs. 21,000/-
2. Learned counsel for the petitioner further submits that challenging the
rejection of bail under Section 439 Cr.P.C by this Court, SLP is pending before the Hon’ble
Supreme Court and as such, the second bail application/revision against the order dated
08.1.2018 which is under Rule 10(5) of Juvenile Justice (Care and Protection of Children)
Model Rules, 2015, he does not want to press the application provided the costs of Rs.
21,000/- which was imposed is set aside.
3. Given above, the present petition stands disposed of being not pressed.

Considering the entirety of the facts and circumstances the prayer regarding
dispensing with the costs of Rs. 21,000/- is allowed and the order vide which the costs of
Rs. 21,000/- was imposed is set aside qua cost part only. All pending applications, if any,
stand disposed of.
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