$~41
* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+ W.P.(CRL) 1673/2016 & CRL. M.A.8747/2016

UDAIVEERSINGH . Petitioner
Through :  Mr. Shailesh Kumar, Adv.
Versus

STATE OFNCTOFDELHI .. Respondent

Through: Mr. Ashish Aggarwal, ASC for State
with ASI Mahavir SinghPS Neb Sarai.

CORAM:

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SIDDHARTH MRIDUL
ORDER

% 26.05.2016

Mr. Ashish Aggarwal, learned Additional Standing Counsel (Crl.)
appearing on behalf of the official respondent states that there is no
representation for parole filed on behalf of present petitioner pending
consideration before the Competent Authority.

Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioner states that a
representation for parole on the grounds enumerated in the present petition shall
be presented to the Competent Authority within a period of two days from
today.

In view of the backdrop, in which the present petition has been filed, the
Competent Authority is requested to dispose of the proposed representation to
be filed on behalf of the petitioner, within a period of fifteen working days
thereafter, in accordance with law under the intimation to the petitioner. With
these directions, the writ petition is disposed of.

A copy of this order be given dasti under the signature of Court Master to

counsel for the parties.

SIDDHARTH MRIDUL, J
MAY 26, 2016/dk



