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Present: Mr. Gautam Kaile, Advocate for the petitioner

Mr. Gautam Dutt, Addl. PP for respondents No.1 to 3
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GIRISH AGNIHOTRI, J. (Oral)

The matter has been taken up through video conferencing on
account of lockdown due to outbreak of COVID-19 pandemic.

This order be read in continuation of the order dated 11.08.2020.
At the outset, Mr. Gautam Dutt, Addl. PP, Chandigarh, on instructions from
ASI Puran Singh, PS Sector 31, Chandigarh, submits that if a reference is
made to para 2 of the petition, it has itself been stated that prior to filing of
the present petition, the petitioner had never approached the police
authorities.

In pursuance to the order dated 11.08.2020, the Warrant Officer
had complied with the directions. In his report dated 17.08.2020, it has been
inter alia stated that initially the residence of Manpreet Singh was not found
and thereafter when it was asked from the Sarpanch of the village, it was told
that he had shifted 10 years back from the village. The report further records
that after satisfaction of the petitioner, the present report has been submitted.

In view of the above report, no further orders are called for.

Disposed of accordingly.

01.09.2020 (Girish Agnihotri)
vishal shonkar Jll dg e

1. Whether speaking/reasoned? Yes/No

2. Whether reportable? Yes/No

| attest to the accuracy and
integrity of this document



