$~42
* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ CRL.M.C. 3815/2016 & CRL.M.A.N0.15973/2016
DEVENDER KUMAR

..... Petitioner

Through :  Mr.Mohit Mathur, Sr.Advocate with
Mr.Amish Dabe & Ms.Shreya
S.Dabas, Advocates.

versus

CENTRAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION (CBI)..... Respondent

Through :  Mr.Ripu Daman Bhardwaj, Advocate.

CORAM:

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE S.P.GARG
ORDER

% 15.05.2017

1.  Learned Senior Counsel for the petitioner referred to para No.
(17) of the impugned order whereby submissions of A-3 have not
been recorded correctly. It has been recorded in para No.(17) that
Mr.Sanjay Sehgal, Advocate was representing A-3 Parmod Garg. In
fact, A-3 is Devender Kumar and was represented by Mr.M.P.Singh,
Advocate. Apparently, there is some lapse while recording A-3’s
submissions in the impugned order.

2. The submissions, if any, recorded incorrectly in the impugned

order, however, have no serious impact on merits of the case.
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3. The Trial Court shall not be prejudiced due to withdrawal of the
present petition filed to challenge the legality and propriety of the
order on charge.

4. In view of the above observations, learned Senior Counsel for
the petitioner, on instructions, seeks permission to withdraw the
present petition with liberty to raise all these issues during trial.

5. The petition is dismissed as withdrawn with liberty prayed for.

Pending application also stands disposed of.

S.P.GARG, J.
MAY 15,2017/ &
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