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Satish Kumar versus State of Haryana
Present: = Mr. Pardeep Sehrawat, Advocate for

Mr. Vivek Goyal, Advocate

for the petitioner(s).

Mr. Vikas Malik, DAG, Haryana.

Sedede

Vide Order dated 18.09.2018 it was ordered that, the Demand
Draft for an amount of Rs.10 lakh, which was deposited by the petitioner in
pursuance to the earlier order of the Court, be returned to him.

The noting file put up by the Registry on the administrative
side shows that the said draft was converted into an FDR in the name of
Registrar, Punjab and Haryana High Court and that FDR is lying with the
Cash Branch. Hence the office has sought direction as to whether FDR
should be returned to the petitioner or the draft amount should be returned.

Since the petitioner had deposited the amount of Rs.10 lakhs
pursuant to the interim order, therefore, an amount of Rs.10 lakhs be
returned to the petitioner through Demand Draft.

With the above said clarification no further orders on judicial

side is required.

Office reference is disposed of accordingly.
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