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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 
+  CRL.M.C. 1040/2019 
 VIRENDER SINGH YADAV   ..... Petitioner 

Through: Mr. Nitin Rai Sharma, 
Advocate  

 
    versus 
 
 THE STATE NCT OF DELHI   ..... Respondent 
    Through: Mr. Kamal Kumar Ghai, APP 
 CORAM: 

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE CHANDER SHEKHAR 

   O R D E R 

%   26.02.2019 

 

CRL.M.A. 4189/2019 
 

 Allowed, subject to all just exceptions. The application is 

disposed of. 

 

CRL.M.C. 1040/2019 

 

1. Learned counsel for the petitioner submitted that the 

Special Power of Attorney, through whom the complaint was 

filed before the Trial Court, refused to depose before the Trial 

Court. Hence, the petitioner has himself come to India to 

depose before the Trial Court. Learned counsel for the 

petitioner further submitted that since the petitioner has come to 

India, hence his evidence should now be recorded by the Trial 

Court. I am not convinced with the submissions of the learned 

counsel for the petitioner, more so in view of the reasoning 

given by the Trial Court in its impugned order dated 20.2.2019. 



2. Learned counsel for the petitioner, at this stage, seeks 

permission to withdraw the petition, with liberty to move an 

application for recording of evidence of the petitioner through 

video conferencing, as per law. 

3. Accordingly, the petition is dismissed as withdrawn, with 

liberty as prayed. 

 
     CHANDER SHEKHAR, J 

FEBRUARY 26, 2019 
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