$~6

8 IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+  W.P(CRL) 3132/2017
AJAY KUMAR @ AJJU

Represented by:

VErsus

STATE (NCT OF DELHI)

Represented by:

..... Petitioner
Mr. Parth Kaushik, Adv.

..... Respondent
Mr. Rahul Mehra, Standing
Counsel with Mr. Jamal
Akhtar, Mr. Prashant Singh,
Mr. Chaitanya, Advs. with SI
Naveen PS Subzi Mandi and
Insp. Vikram Singh Rathi SI,
Govind PS Uttam Nagar.

CORAM:
HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE MUKTA GUPTA
ORDER
% 05.12.2017

By this petition the petitioner had sought extension of parole granted

by the competent authority vide order dated 4™ October, 2017. When the

present writ petition came up before this Court on 10™ November, 2017,

disposing of the writ petition this Court granted extension for one week

hoping that the competent authority would decide the application. Since

no application was decided, petitioner filed Crl.M.A. 18987/2017 for

extension of parole.
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Learned Standing Counsel for the State has handed-over the report
from the competent authority stating that the application of the petitioner
seeking extension of parole has been acceded to and the petitioner has been
granted extension of parole for a period of two weeks.

For the reason the petitioner was not granted any extension, the
petitioner has already surrendered and a surrender report has been submitted
by Superintendent Tihar Jail No.3.

In view of the fact that the petitioner has surrendered to custody for
non-extension of interim bail, the communication dated 1* December, 2017
passed by the competent authority granting extension of parole for two
weeks would be treated as a fresh grant of parole to the petitioner for a
period of two weeks on the same terms and conditions granted vide order
dated 4" October, 2017.

Copy of the order be communicated to the petitioner through
Superintendent Tihar Jail.

Petition is disposed of.

MUKTA GUPTA, J.
DECEMBER 05, 2017
Gga’
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