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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 

+  W.P.(CRL) 2167/2016 

 SUMIT KUMAR SINGH     ..... Petitioner 

Through Mr. Yashish Chandra & Mr. Sumit Singh, 
Advocates. 

 
    versus 
 
 GOVT. OF NCT OF DELHI & ORS.   ..... Respondents 

Through Mr. Tushar Sannu Dahiya, Advocate for 
Mr. Rahul Mehra, Standing Counsel (Criminal), 
GNCTD along with Inspector Usha Sharma & SI 
Kuldeep Singh, P.S. Hari Nagar. 
Mr. Paramjeet Singh, Advocate for respondent No. 
4. 

 
 CORAM: 

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SANJIV KHANNA 

HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE SUNITA GUPTA 

 

   O R D E R 

%    02.08.2016 

 

 

Status report has been filed and is taken on record.  Learned counsel 

for the petitioner states that the petitioner and his mother had visited the 

child in the hospital.  He also submits that the respondent No. 4 was present 

and the meeting was cordial.  At this stage, counsel for the respondent No. 4 

has entered appearance and states that the petitioner and his family members 

have been visiting the child in the hospital.  He states that the respondent 



No. 4 does not have any objection to the same in case the decorum is 

maintained and the hospital rules are followed.   

2. Counsel for the petitioner has stated that they are arranging and would 

contribute money for the treatment of the child.   

3. In view of the statements made by the counsel for the parties, the writ 

petition is disposed of with liberty to the parties to approach the Court in 

case of any difficulty.  We hope and trust that the petitioner and his family 

and the respondent No. 4 would ensure that the child, who is undergoing 

treatment, gets love and affection from his family members and does not 

suffer.  The parties will abide by the statement made in the Court and 

comply with the hospital rules.     

 

      SANJIV KHANNA, J. 

 

 

 
      SUNITA GUPTA, J. 

AUGUST 02, 2016 
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