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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI

+  W.P.(CRL) 1104/2024 & CRL.M.A. 10429/2024 

RAJESH KUMAR  .....Petitioner 

Through: Mr. Pramod Kumar Dubey, Sr. Adv. 
with Ms. Mansi Aggarwal, Mr. Prince 
Kumar and Ms. Muskan Sharma, 
Advs. 

versus 
BHARTI AIRTEL LTD AND ORS   .....Respondent 

Through: Mr. KG Gopalakrishnan & Ms. Nisha 
Mohandas, Advs. for R-1 
Mr. Neeraj SPC, Mr. Vedansh Anand, 
Govt. Pleader with Mr. Soumyadip 
Chakarborty, Adv. for R-2 
Mr. Shaurya Sahay, Standing Counsel 
with Mr. Jitendra Kumar Tripathi, GP 
for R-3 to 5/State of UP 

CORAM:

HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE MANMEET PRITAM SINGH ARORA

O R D E R

%  14.01.2025

1. The present petition has been filed seeking a direction to respondent 

to resume the outgoing and incoming call services on the mobile number of 

the Petitioner, which was suspended by the order of Respondent No. 5 based 

on complaint no. 33111230156654 dated 12.01.2023.  

2. Learned Government Counsel appearing for Respondent Nos. 3 to 5 

states that Respondents have no objection to the prayer being granted in 

view of the submissions made at paragraph 8 of the reply filed by 

Respondent Nos. 3 to 5, which reads as under: - 

“8. It is submitted that upon verification it was found that the mobile 
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no. 9910357773 is not involved in fraud, thus, the Superintendent of 

Police, Raebareli vide letter dated 08.04.2024 directed the LSA Head 

to reactivate the mobile number 9910357773 mentioned in the letter 

dated 23.03.2024. …” 

3. Learned senior counsel for the Petitioner states that this Court vide 

order dated 05.04.2024 had restored the services on the mobile number as an 

interim measure. He states that the said order may be confirmed and allowed 

in absolute terms.  

4. In view of the submissions noted hereinabove, the prayer clause (a) in 

the petition is allowed and Respondent No. 1 is directed to permanently 

restore services on mobile number of the Petitioner.  

5. In view of the submissions made by Respondent nos. 3 to 5, the 

impugned direction issued by Respondent No. 5 to Respondent No. 1 is 

deemed to have been withdrawn. Respondent no. 1 is thus not liable to act 

upon the said direction of Respondent no. 5 any further. 

6. In view of the above directions, the petition stands disposed of. 

Pending applications, if any stands disposed of. 

7. The digitally signed copy of this order, duly uploaded on the official 

website of the Delhi High Court, www.delhihighcourt.nic.in, shall be treated 

as a certified copy of the order for the purpose of ensuring compliance. No 

physical copy of order shall be insisted by any authority/entity or litigant.  

MANMEET PRITAM SINGH ARORA, J

JANUARY 14, 2025/hp/MG

Click here to check corrigendum, if any
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