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8 IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+ W. P.(CRL.) 845/2020

HANSHRAJ @HANSA ... Petitioner
Through: Mr Sushil Kumar Singh, Advocate.

Versus
THE STATE (GNCT OF DELHI) ... Respondent
Through: Mr Ranbir Singh Kundu, ASC for
State.
CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VIBHU BAKHRU
ORDER
Yo 27.05.2020
1. The hearing has been held through video conferencing.

2. The petitioner has filed the present petition, inter alia, praying that his

application for parole for a period of two months be allowed.

3. The learned counsel appearing for the petitioner submits that the
petitioner could not, despite best efforts, file an application for parole before
the concerned authorities on account of the prevalent pandemic. He further
submits that in terms of the guidelines issued by the Supreme Court, the

petitioner would be entitled to two months parole in a single spell.

4. In view of the averments made in the present petition, this Court
considers it apposite to direct the competent authority to consider the present
writ petition as the petitioner’s application for parole. It is so directed. The
competent authority shall decide the petitioner’s application and

communicate its decision as expeditiously as possible and in any event



within a period of two weeks from today.

5. The petition is disposed of in the aforesaid terms.

VIBHU BAKHRU, J
MAY 27, 2020
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