* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+ W.P.(CRL) 3518/2017

SUDHA DEVI
..... Petitioner
Through: ~ Mr. Shivam Bajaj, Sunil Sharma and
Anjali Pathak, Adv.
Versus
UNION OF INDIA AND ORS.
..... Respondent
Through:  Mr. Ajay Digpaul, CGSC
Mr. Rahul Mehra, Standing Counsel
with Mr. Chaitanya Gosain, Adv
CORAM:

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VIPIN SANGHI
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE P.S.TEJI

ORDER
% 24.01.2018

The minor daughter of the petitioner Vandana has been located and
produced before the Court. We have interacted with Vandana in chamber
and thereafter we had also called the petitioner’s mother in chamber and
interacted with both of them. Vandana states that she does not wish return
with the petitioner.

Looking to the aforesaid circumstances and the fact that Vandana is a
minor aged about 15 years only, there is no other option but to direct that
she would continue to be provided shelter at Nirmal Chhaya, where she
presently is. It shall be open to the petitioner to meet her daughter provided

Vandana is willing to meet the petitioner.



In case Vandana communicates her desire to return to the petitioner at
any point of time, the same should be communicated to the petitioner by the
authorities at Nirmal Chhaya, so that she could take her daughter back.

Learned counsel for the petitioner has pointed out that in the status
report, in para 6, it is stated that information was received from Vandana’s
counsel, whereafter she was recovered from Dwarka Court Complex.
However, it is not disclosed as to who the said counsel was and who had
engaged him considering that Vandana is only a minor.

The 1.O. shall make a complete disclosure to the petitioner in this
regard.

The petition stands disposed of in the aforesaid terms.

VIPIN SANGHL, J

PS.TEJL J
JANUARY 24, 2018
st



