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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 

+  W.P.(CRL) 3177/2025 & CRL.M.A. 36405/2025 

 LALIT @ LUCKY             .....Petitioner 

Through: Mr. Kanhaiya Singhal, Mr. Pulkit 

Jolly & Ms. Avantika Shankar, Advs.  

 

    versus 

 

 STATE OF NCT OF DELHI          .....Respondent 

Through: Ms. Rupali Bandhopadhya ASC with 

Mr. Abhijeet Kumar & Ms. Amisha 

Gupta Advs. for the State with 

Inspector Mahendra Kumar, P.S. 

Shahbad Diary. 

 CORAM: 

 HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE NEENA BANSAL KRISHNA 

    O R D E R 

%    05.12.2025 
 

CRL.M.A. 36404/2025 

1. This is an application filed under Section 528 of B.N.S.S. r/w Section 

482 of Cr.P.C seeking extension of parole by 60 days in continuation of the 

earlier order dated 21.11.2025.  

2. It is submitted that the parole was granted on 08.10.2025 which has 

been further extended on 21.11.2025 and it is expiring on 05.12.2025.  

3. The health of the petitioner is still not good. He is under the regular 

treatment of the doctor. There is a lipoma which is slow-growing, fatty lump 

that most often is located between the skin and the muscle layer below the 

skin. It feels soft and rubbery and is often not tendered. The Petitioner has 

undergone biopsy on 24.11.2025.  

4. The Petitioner has been called for regular check up on 02.12.2025. 

The medical document of 02.12.2025 has been annexed. A prayer is 
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therefore made that he may be granted extension of parole by 60 days.  

5. The medical documents do not reflect that the biopsy has been done 

as has been asserted by the Petitioner. Furthermore, the OPD card of 

02.12.2025 reflects that the Petitioner is fit and there are no cogent 

documents coating the contention of the Petitioner that he is in hospital or 

that he has to undergo an emergent surgery for lipoma.  

6. Even if it is contended that biopsy has been done on 24.11.2025, it has 

been accepted even then that there is no cogent timeframe given by the 

counsel for the Petitioner about the expected date of the report of biopsy.  

7. In these circumstances, no ground exists for extension of parole. 

8. The application is hereby dismissed.  

 

 

 

NEENA BANSAL KRISHNA, J 

DECEMBER 5, 2025/ng 
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