IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

102 CRM-M-36850 of 2020 (O&M)
Date of Decision: 24.11.2020
Mandeep Saini ...Petitioner

Versus

State of Haryana ...Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AMOL RATTAN SINGH

Present:-  Mr. Deepak Singh Saini, Advocate, for the petitioner.
Mr. B.S. Virk, DAG, Haryana.

Hokkook sk

AMOL RATTAN SINGH, J. (Oral)
All the cases listed today have been taken up for hearing by

way of video conferencing because of the situation existing due to the
Covid-19 pandemic.

On 10.11.2020, the following order had been passed:-

“All cases listed today have been taken up for hearing by way of
video conferencing because of the situation existing due to the Covid-19
pandemic.

By this petition, the petitioner seeks the concession of anticipatory
bail, upon FIR no.295, dated 1.10.2020, having been registered at Police
Station Naraingarh, District Ambala, alleging therein the commission of
offences punishable under Sections 420/406/120-B of the IPC and Section
4 of the Immigration Act, 1983.

When this court was not inclined to admit the petitioner to
anticipatory bail, Mr.Saini, learned counsel for the petitioner, submits that
the petitioner has some medical issues also, with him being otherwise a
young man of 24 years of age, who is also a student.

Adjourned to 23.11.2020.
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All medical certificates, from government hospitals, pertaining to
any illness that the petitioner is suffering from, as also a certificate of his
being a student in any recognized institution, be placed on record.

It is made clear that no notice of motion having been issued,
obviously there is no interim order operating in favour of the petitioner at
this stage.”

Thereafter yesterday, i.e. 23.11.2020, the following order had

been passed:-

“All cases listed today have been taken up for hearing by way of
video conferencing because of the situation existing due to the Covid-19
pandemic.

For learned counsel for the petitioner and the State to determine as
to how much was the amount transferred by the complainant on his behalf
to the account of the petitioner, i.e. Mandeep Saini, adjourned to

24.11.2020.”

Today learned counsel for the petitioner wishes to withdraw the

present petition.

Dismissed as withdrawn.

24.11.2020 (AMOL RATTAN SINGH)
vegarg JUDGE

Whether reasoned/speaking: Yes
Whether reportable: No
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