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Date of decision: 21st September, 2015 

�

Mandeep Kumar 

� Petitioner 

Versus 

State of Haryana and others 

� Respondents 
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1. Whether Reporters of Local Newspapers may be allowed  

to see the judgment? 

2. Whether to be referred to the Reporters or not? 

3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the Digest? 

 
Present: Mr. Kriteka Sheokand, Advocate  

for the petitioner.  

Mr. Mandeep S. Khillan, Advocate  
for respondents No.2 and 3.  
 

���������
�!����"����#	�� $�

Komal, the alleged detenue, daughter of Jagdish Chander 

has come to this Court along with her mother Sheela Devi1respondent 

No.2 and has made statement before the Court that the petitioner 

under deception had obtained her signatures and photographs on the 

pretext of getting her a job and that she never volunteered to marry 

him and presently she is residing with her parents and wishes to live 

there and has even refused to talk to the petitioner in the Court in spite 

of there being fervent request by learned counsel for the petitioner.  
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Faced with this situation, learned counsel for the petitioner 

has made a statement before this Court withdrawing the present 

petition.  

  Allowed to do so.  

The petition stands dismissed as withdrawn.   
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