
Sta to vs. Sunlit Git I 

6 07.2020 

FIR No. 0000- t '2020 
PS ~ ~rn I Nant1.1 

orstnct courts fu11c t1011111g has been I ostric'tcd till 31 07 .?0'>0 amid 
lock-down by the Hon'ble High Court of Del ht however, courts helve- bt~c11 
directed to take urgent matters. 

P esent: Ld APP for t 1e State 
Accused p odLced from CJ-1 through VC 
LAC m pe son . 
Compla na 1t 111 person 
Owner 01 stolen p~opert1 through VC 
10 throug 1 \ C. 

File pc L sed. 
It 1s s ... bmirted by h,e comp atnant and owner of stolen property that they do not 
want w Pt.. ·sl e the case as they have received the stolen 1T1obi le. In view of the 
above. t1e.) seek perm ss on of the Cour1 to compound tl1e offence purnshablc 
under Section 411 I PC. 

Heard. File perused. 
I have examined the complainant and owner of stolen propPrty 

about their \ioluntari'less a 11d having examined them, I am sat1sf1ed that they 
are making state111ent voluntarily. Therefore , let their statements to this cttcct 
be recordea separately and be sent to them through whatsapp with direction to 
srgn the same and send it back to the court through whatsapp. Statement sent and 
,ecived back duly signed. 

File pe· used, perusal of the file reveals that accused 1s sent to face 
the trial for the offence punishable under section 411 \PC. Section 411 \PC 1s 
compoundable within the scheme of Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973 by the 
ov1ner of the property stolen . Therefore, in view of staternent o1 complainant 
and owner of stolen property, offence stands co1r1pounded. Consequently, 
accused Sumit Giri stands acquitted of the offence punishable under Section 
411 IPC 

Superdari, if any stands canceled. Case property, if any, be 
released to the rightful owner after proper acknowledgen1ent. 

Original documents, if any be given to rightful owne, after proper 
~tcknowledgen1ent 

Accused Sumit Giri be released from JC, if not required in any 
other case. Copy of order be sent to Jail Superintendent for cdmpliance. 

File be consigned to record room after due cornpliance. 

' l (Babita Puniyr1) 
MM -06/West District 



1 ,1, ,1, 1 VI I ,1111111 ( oltl 

( J ( ) I( ) 1 ( ) 

I 11 ~ I I I I I JI ,, I I I )( ,/ ., ) I I I 

I 11 I I ",, I I I, l\ 11 ,, 

11 1 .11111, ,11111 •, 111,11111, 11 1111 1 1, 1· 111 1,•11 11• · 111• 1,"1 1111 •,1 ,,1 r' 1" '' 
1111 11 c1 

Ii>( h cltl\\ll Ii\ ll1t• I l,111'lil1 I l1ql1 1 111111 1d I 1c •ll11 l111/1/c 1v 1•1, 1 c111tl ', 11,Ml ' li•'l'II 

lflll'l l< 1d f,1 I.ti,,• 11111,·111111,1111•1 1 , 

I 'It .... 'Ill I II / \I 1 l 1 1111 II IC I • ,I, 1(1 I 

I \ I I II ' ,1 ' ti I' I I ll Ii I I I ' ti I I 1 1111 ( I I 11 I 1111 I (j I I / ( 

I/\( Ill pc•1• 1111 

l 11 111pl.i111.11 1I ,11111 (lWIH'I 111 1 ,11111•11 i,11,iH'lly' 111111111111 /C 
I<) IIJl<lll(JII \/( 

I II,• p, ' II I' ,1 •ti , 
II I', ·,tll,111111 1 •<11,y 1/11• (~()lllpl.i111.i11I ,111<1 IJV\/111'1 "' •, 11111 ·11 p1111H•tl/ 11,;11 Ill"/ d() 11()1 
\\/.tlll I() /1111',lll' ll1t• 1;,1•,1• ,I', ll11•y lt,1\/(' 11•1 l'l\/1 1 <11111• ',11111•11111111>11, , It, /II' ,/\/ ()I lilt ! 
ci/Jt)\/<' , llt<'V •, 1 •1 ·1< P<'lllll', ! ,11111 111 1111· ( 111111 It) ( (lllllH)IIIIII 1111• 11111 ·111 ,1 p11111•,h [ i\JI P 
1111dr•1 ~ ><'<'lr<,11 rl I I II'< 

I lt·i11il I ,11, 1>< 1 111',('(I. 

I l1i1v,· <'X,1111111<·<1 Ill<' 1 <>111pl.1111rn11 ,111d ()W111·1 <>I ·.\()\1 •11 p11Jp< !rlf 
cl/>11111 1111 1 1/ \/()/lllllclllll(",', ,lltd l1tl\/llt(J (•J(.tllllll< 1d 1111'11\, I ,Ill\ ',,l\1•,l\1•d \ti.II 1\11'/ 
c111· 111c1k111q ·1!,111·11111111 vol1111li111ly 111<•11 ; !1>11 :, 11•1 ll11•1t ·.1~111 11111 ;111·. 111 1\11', , :\\1 ;<.\ 
I><' t<•c·rndc·<I •,c'pi11:tl<'IY ,111Cl IH· •,<•11 1 It> llll :111 1111()\1ql1 wl1;11•.iq>p w1lh d1r, ;1.\1c,n 11, 
.. , I !J II II II \ •,; ;i II I (.' : I I I( I t ) <: I I( I I I I> I I C I< I () 11 I( ) u )I It I 11 I I ()I I q I I w I I ti I ' Id ll p ' I I, l I ( ' 11 \ ( ; ti I . I ( ; ti I j lt \( I 
,c,,·,vc}cl l>nc,k cl11ly :,1C J111·cl 

I 11,, /H'tll',C'd, pc:111!-',, II ol ltic; l1lu rc•v< 1,d• ; lhc11 d< ,u1•,c•cl 1•, •,c•nl \() \;i ce 
t I , c, I II ii I Io, II IP o tf < \ 11 c:c , p 1 11 ii·~ I In t, I c ! 111 HJ ci ~, < 1 c, 11 < H I II I I 11 '< , ' , cc. 1,, >t 1 11 1 ·1 11 , e., , · . 
c·o1111H) l1t1<Jnt)/(' wil/1111 1/1<1 1 ,cl1ullH! ol Code..! ol < .11111111al l'r<>UJ<Jure, \<}/'~ hy \he• 
ow,,c, of tl1c propc1 ly •;lole11 l l1erc·lorc, 111 Vl< 'W ol •,talc 1 1nuri1 ol cornp\dman\ 
di HJ ow11er of sl olcn properly, ollcr 1cc' ·~lund~. u H npol trH l< 'Cl. Lon·~< 1qtH ~n\ ly, 
<1cc11~ccl Su111it Giri slartrJ :._, acquitted ol tile ollct1<,<' purn~;ha\lle tHHh!r ~)c!cllon 
1111 IPC. 

S11pcrdnri, if nny stnncJs eru 1<~( ~1( ~d Case prop(~r\y, ii any, \)(! 

1elec1~~cd to UH~ riuf1lft1 I owtH) t after propc!r ,H:knowl< 1cJue1n('n\ 
C)rinit ,al doc1Jrr1et1I~, 1f any be q1v£~n lo riut 1Uul owner atlc!r prop<~ 

n ck , 10 NI( ·cl[Jctne, 1 t 
Accusec.J Siunit Giri be released frorn JC, i1 not required in an 

ther case. Copy of order be sent to Jail Superintenllent for compliance. 
I ilc be cons1on<~d to rccorcJ roorTI alter dlle cornpliancc. 

(Babita Puntyil) 
MM 06/Wc~st o,stnct -~ 
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1rly ()101<1r1. I hnreloru, in VIC'W of Sldlcrn0nt of complainant 
w 1cl ow, 1c,, ol ~,l olc~, 1 propc 1rty, oflcn1cC' '1lanch compouncJcd Consequently, 
nccu.,c,<J S11111it Giri <)lancJc, acquitted of the ollc~nc( ... puni shable under Section 
-'11 '/ I PC 

S tlf H11dari, if any ~lancJs cancelc~cl . Ca~c property, if any, be 
1 clcasc

1

cJ lo II 1e r1qlilf ul owner af tcr proper acknowlc}dqcrncnt. 

Oriuirml documents, 1f uny be given to rightful owner after proper 
ackr 1owlr1 dnc1 net 11 

Accused Sumit Giri be released from JC, if not required in any 
other case. Copy of order be sent to Jail Superintendent for compliance. 

File, be' cons,qn<~d to record room after due c.ornpl1ar1ce. 

t . ) (f3abjta Punrya 
MM 06/WPSt Qjc;tnct 

TIS~~§~ 



f If{ No. 3'10/2020 
I'S Nangloi 
State Vs Vinod & Ors. 

1 G.07.2020 
District Courts functioning has been restricted/suspended ti\\ 

31.07.2020 amid lock-down by the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi, however, 

courts have been directed to take up the urgent matters vide office order no. 

l<-235/RG/DHC dated 16.05.2020. 

Present : Ld. APP for the State. 

Ld. Counsel for the applicant. 

Reply filed. 

As per reply, on 10.07.2020, chargesheet has already been fi\ed. 

In view of the same, Id. Counsel for the complainant wishes to withdraw the 



FIR No. 141/2020, 1525/2020, 232/2020 

PS Paschin1 Vihar West 
U/s 379/411 
State Vs. Son1bir 
16.07.2020 

District Courts functioni ng has been restr icted/suspended t\\\ 

31.07.2020 amid lock-down by the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi, however, 

courts have been directed to take up the urgent matters vide office order no. 

R-235/RG/DHC dated 16.05.2020. 

Present: Ld. APP for the State. 

None for applicant. 

10 is absent. 

10 has not filed report. 

Put up for arguments on the application through VC o 

Z0.07. 2020 a 1 PM. 10 to also join the proceeding and fi\e the report vid 

rder dated 14.07.2020. Notice to counsel for applicant be a\so issued. 

n 
' ' (Babita P~niya) 

Duty MM-\/West/De\hi-----... 
16.07.2020 



FIR No. 141/2020, 1525/2020, 232/2020 
PS Paschim Villar West 
U/s 379/411 
State Vs. Sombir 
16.07.2020 

District Courts functioning has been restricted/suspended ti\l 

31. 07.2020 an1id lock-down by the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi, however, 

couns have been directed to take up the urgent matters vide office order no. 

R-235/RG/DHC dated 16.05.2020. 

Present: Ld. APP for the State. 

None for applicant. 

10 is absent. 

10 has not filed report. 

Put UP for arn, 1mantc on +b-
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1 )1c,1w I Cow , .. , fl111clio11iJ1q has bc!c1n rc1'-,lrictc?rJ/c.,us pcndc?cJ till 

' t) '(VO i1n11d lock down f>y lti<J I lon'blu f fiqh Court of Delhi, however, 

, , "- ,,", <, IH• c• 11 <111c'ctc'cl lo tc1ke up tile urqent rnattcJrs vidc office order no. 

, '.~, l ~l ~ I )I I( dctl<'d 16.0!J./.020 . 

. ',, ' H I d. /\ I 1 P f o t th c S t at c . 

Nt >11<' to, c1pplicant. 

10 is , 1hsent. 

10 I u1s not filed report. 

Put un for aca1 Lm.o.n+c .o.n. +J.,.,.-



HR No 003449/2020 001525/2019 
PS Pasch1m Vihar West 
U/s 379/411 IPC 
State Vs. Somb1r 

16.07.2020 
District Courts functioning has been restricted/suspended till 

31.07.2020 amid lock-down by the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi, however, 

courts have been directed to take up the urgent matters vide office order no. 

R-235/RG/DHC dated 16.05.2020. 

Present: Ld. APP for the State. 

Sh . Kr 1shan, proxy Counsel for applicant/accused. 

Reply filed by the 10 perused. 

This is an application u/s 437 Cr.P.C. seeking grant of bail moved 

on behalf of accused Sombir. 

It is submitted on behalf of accused that he is in custody since 

05.03.2020 and has been falsely impl icated in this case. It is further 

submitted that recovery has already been effected and accused is no more 

required for further custodial investigation. 

Ld. APP fo r the State has vehemently opposed the bai\ 

app ication. He stated that investigation is at nascent stage and if the 

accused is released from JC he will indulge in similar type of activity. 

Heard. File perused. 

s·rice, recovery has already been effected , l am of the 

considered opinion that no useful purpose would be served by keeping the 

accused behind the bars, therefore, accused is admitted to bail on 

furnishing of personal bond in the sum of Rs. 10,000/- with one surety of like 

a111ount in the above-mentioned FIR 1s only. .------. 

At this stage, Ld. Counsel for the applicant wishes to file \ 

separate bail applications for remaining Fl R's. ~ veJ, ~~----c_ 

Application stands disposed of accordingly. // 

(Babita ~iya) . 
Duty MM-I/West/Deir.: 
1h-r:oc§~ 
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F/R No. 6 65/2020 
PS Khyala 
U/s 33 Delhi Excise Act. 
State Vs . Kailash 
1 6.07.20 20 

District Courts functioning has been restricted/suspended ti\\ 

31.07.2020 amid lock-down by the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi, however, 

courts have been directed to take up the urgent matters vide office order no. 

R-235/RG/DHC dated 16.05.2020. 

Present : Ld. AP P for the State. 

None for applicant. 

Reply not filed by the 1O/SHO concerned. 

SHO concerned is directed to join the proceedings tomorrow at 

12.30 PM through VC. 

(Babita Puniya) 
Duty MM-I/West/Delhi 

16.07.2020 



f- IR No. 131/2020 
PS Paschim Villar West 
U/s 25 Arms Act. 
State Vs. Sunil @ Rahul 
16.07.2020 

District Courts functioning has been restricted/suspended till 

31.07.2020 amid lock-down by the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi, however, 

courts have been directed to take up the urgent matters v1de office order no. 

R-235/RG/DHC dated 16.05.2020. 

Present: Ld. APP for the State. 

None for applicant. 

Reply not filed by the Jail Superintendent concerned. 

He is directed to join the proceedings tomorrow at 12.30 PM 

through VC. 

~;' 

(Babita Puniya) 
Duty MM-I/West/Delhi 

16.07.2020 

,,., 



IR \!o. 03~8 .. Y' -·\) 
'~ Paschi111 Viha1 

U/s 411 IPC 

G o7.:o:o 
Q st ct Cow ts functioning 11.1.s bL'L'l'I , ('st 11 c\t'd/st1'->pt 'I H h :d I 111 

31.07.20:0 __ 1mici ock-ci0\\17 b\ the Hon'blc H1nl1 cou1t ol \JL'\111, \H)Wl'Vl'I, 

courts ha\c bee' d·rected to take up thC' u1QL'llt 111c1tlc1s v1dL' oll1cl' utdl'I l\lL 

R-235 RG o~c cL.1tcd 16.05.::?.020. 

Prese,t : Ld. APP for the State. 

La. Counsel for applicant/accused. 

Repl) tiled b) tl,e 10 perused. 
Th s s an application u/s 437 Cr.P.C. seeking grant ol bail moved 

on be '"'a f of accused Vis11al. 
lt is subn,itted on behalf of accused that he 1s in custody since 

o- .O-;" .2020 and has been falsely implicated in this case. It is lwthcr 

sub'1"1·tted that 1·ecovery has already been effected and accused is no ,narc 

required for fu•·ther custodial investigation. 
Ld. APP for the State has vehernently opposed the bai\ 

aoplicatior. He stated that investigation is at nascent stage and it the 

z1ccused s --e eased from JC he wi ll indulge in sirnilar type ot activity. 

Heard. File perused. 

s·1ce. recovery has already been effected and in view ot the 

conditions prevailing due to COVID-19 pandemic, I am of the considered 

opinion that no useful purpose would be served by keepmg the accused 

behind the bars. therefore, accused is admitted to ba\\ on turnishing ot 

personal bond in the su111 of Rs. 10,000/- with one surety ot \ike amount. 

Application stands disposed of accordingly. ~ 

(B~iya) 
Duty MM-\/West/De\hl 

~~ 



PS MUNDKA 
U/s 33 Delhi Excise Act. 

lG .07.2020 
Dist, ,ct courts functioning has been restncted/suspencJcd till 31 O 7 .707.0 

,imid lock-down Liy the Hon'ble High court of Delhi, however, courts have been 

directed to take up the urgent matters vide office order no. R 23~/RG/DHC datecJ 

16.05 2020. 

I )resent : Ld APP for the State. 

Applicant in person. 
Vrde this order, I shall decide the application filed on behalf of the 

applicant seeking release of mobile phone make Vivo S-1 on Superdari. 
Reply filed and perused. As per reply, 10 has no objection, if the said 

mobile is released to the registered owner/rightful owner. 

Heard. Applications perused. 
Having considered all the relevant inputs and having taken note of the 

decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court in sunderbhai Ambalal Desai V. State of 

Gujarat (A.I.R.2003 S.C.638) and Manjeet Singh Vs. State, I am satisfied that this 

will be an eminently fit case where the case property i.e. mobile Vivo S-1 can be 

released to the applicant/registered owner/rightful owner, subject to execution of 

security bonds. Accordingly, let mobile be released to the rightful owner after 

preparing detailed panchnama; taking photographs of the same; valuation report; a 

security bond etc. 
The photographs of mobile should be attested by the 10 and 

countersigned by the complainant, accused, if any, as well as by the person to whom 

the custody is handed over. 
The panchnama/photographs/ valuation report etc. be filed along with 

the charge-sheet. 10 is also directed to follow the necessary safeguards insisted 1n 

Sunderbhai Ambalal Desai Vs. State of Gujarat & Manjeet Singh Vs. State. 

However, the rightful owner/registered owner is directed not to dispose 

of the mobile without prior _permission of the court. n 
The appl1cat1ons stand disposed of accordingly. / \ 

Copy of this order be given dasti to the applican~ / 

(Babita Puniya) 
Duty MM~~~ 

1~~~~ 



PS Ranjit Nagar 
U/s 379/411/356/34 IPC 

16.07.2020 
· c u •ts funct,·oning has been restricted/suspended f" D1sl11ct O I . · · l I k down by the Hon'b le High Court of Delhi , however, courts 31.07 2020 clllll( oc - · ff' d -

d
.. 1 d t take up the urgent matters v1de o ice or e, no. R-have been II cc c o 

~ 35/RG/DHC dated 16.05.2020. 

Present : Ld. APP for the State. 

Sh. v.s. Tiwari, Ld. Counsel for applicant. 
Vide this order, I shall decide the application filed on behalf of the 

applicant seeking release of vehicle bearing no. DLlR Q 5938 on Superdari. 
Reply filed and perused. As per reply, 10 has no objection , if the 

11ehicle is released to the registered owner/rightful owner. 

Heard. Applications perused. 

Having considered all the relevant inputs and having taken note of 

the decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court in Sunderbhai Ambalal Desai V. 

State of Gujarat (A.I.R.2003 S.C.638) and Manjeet Singh Vs. State, I am 

satisfied that this will be an eminently fit case where the case property i.e. vehicle 

bearing no. DLlR Q 5938 can be re leased to the applicant/registered 

owner/rightful owner, subject to execution of security bonds. Accordingly, let 

vehicle be released to the rightfu l owner after preparing detailed panchnama; 

taking photographs of the vehicle ; valuation report; a security bond etc. 

The photographs of the vehicle should be attested by the 10 and 

countersigned by the complainant, accused, if any, as well as by the person to 

whom the custody is handed over. 

The panchnama/photographs/ valuation report etc . be filed along with 

the charge-sheet. 10 is also directed to follow the necessary safeguards insisted in 

Sunderbhai Ambalal Desai Vs. State of Gujarat & Manjeet Singh Vs. State. 

However, the rightful owner/registered owner is directed not to 

dispose of the vehicle without prior permission of the cou rt. 

The applications stand disposed of accordingly. 

Copy of this order be given dasti to the applicant. 

(Babita Puniya) 
Duty MM-1/West/De\h'. 

0 GO -~ 



,- .:::, r-(c:U IJ ll t "'"-4~~ .. 
Uls 379/411/356/34 IPC 

16 07.2020 

Dist11c Courts I ur 1cl1011111n lltls he(~n I c ~~ t I ic: l< •cl /• ,u• ,p<!ncic !<I till 

31 07.2020 :rn1ici och. doV\ 11 by the I lon'blc I l1qll C m II l ol Dc~lhi, howc , Jc r , 

court~ hc1vc bf'C' 1 d rcctcd to take up tho uI9cI1t rna tl<'I c., v1clc! of lie< ! orclnr nc1. 

R 235 RG ,~ Cl atcd 16.05 2020. 

Present: Ld. APP tor the State 

St1 \ S. Tiwar1. Ld. Counsel for applicant/accused. 

Reply tiled by the 10 perused. 

This is an application u/s 437 Cr.P.C. seeking grant of bail moved 

on behalf of accused Abrar. 

It is submitted on behalf of accused that he is in custody since 

18.06.2020 and has been falsely in1plicated in this case. It is further 

submitted that recovery has already been effected and accused is no more 

required for furthe"' custodial investigation. 

Ld. APP for the State has vehemently opposed the bail 

application. He stated that investigation is at nascent stage and if the 

accused is released from JC he will indulge in similar type of activity. 

Heard. File perused. 

S rice, recovery has already been effected , I am of the 

;onsidered opinion that no useful purpose would be served by keeping the 

ccused behind the bars, therefore, accused is admitted to bail on 

urnishing of personal bond in the sum of Rs. 10,000/- with one surety of like 

mount. 

Application stands disposed of accordingly. 

(Babita Puniya) 
Duty MM-I/West/Delhi 

16.07.2020 
~~11§~ 



FIR No. 013547/2020 
PS Rajauri Garden 
U/s 379 IPC 
16.07.2020 ~ rd 

. . t functioning has been restncted/sus ..1S ..,ec u 
O1str~ct Cour s the Hon'ble High Court of De r . re, :.e, ,,._r 

31.07.2020 amid dl~ck-tdodwt~ ~fke up the urgent matters vide of1\ce crce' .... s 
courts have been 1rec e 
R-235/RG/DHC dated 16.05.2020. 

Present: Ld. APP for the State. 

Sh. s.P. Shukla, Ld. Counsel for applicant. 

Vide this order, I shall decide the application filed on beha f of the 

applicant seeking release of vehicle bearing no. DL10 SA 4159 on Superdan 

Reply filed and perused. As per reply, 10 has no objection. if the 

vehicle is released to the registered owner/rightful owner. 

Heard. Appl ications perused. 

Having considered all the relevant inputs and having taken note of 

the decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court in Sunderbhai Ambalal Desai V. 

State of Gujarat (A.I.R.2003 S.C.638) and Manjeet Singh Vs. State, I am 

satisfied that this will be an eminently fit case where the case property i.e. vehicle 

bearing no. DL10 SA 4159 can be released to the applicant/registered 

owner/rightful owner, subject to execution of security bonds. Accordingly, \et 

vehicle be released to the rightful owner after preparing detailed panchnama; 

taking photographs of the vehicle ; valuation report; a security bond etc. 

The photographs of the vehicle should be attested by the 10 and 

countersigned by the complainant, accused, if any, as well as by the person to 

whom the custody is handed over. 

The panchnama/photographs/ valuation report etc. be filed along with 

the charge-sheet. 10 is also directed to follow the necessary safeguards insisted in 

Sunderbhai Ambalal Desai Vs. State of Gujarat & Manjeet Singh Vs. State. 

However, the rightful owner/registered owner is directed not to 

dispose of the vehicle without prior permission of the court. 

The applications stand disposed of accordingly. 

Copy of this order be given dasti to the applicant. 

(Babita Puniya) 
Duty~~~ 

1 h n7 ')n')n 



•• ' I \IU, UU;J/£'.:ULU 

PS Khyala 
U/s 33/38/58 Delhi Excise Act. 

16.07.2020 

District Courts functioning has been restricted/suspended 
31.07.2020 amid lock-down til I 

by the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi ~ 
courts have bee d. , iowcvcr, 

n irected to take up the urgent matters vIde office order no. 
R-235/RG/DHC dated 16.05.2020. 

Present: Ld. APP for the State through VC. 

Ld. counsel for accused. 

Reply filed by the 10 perused. 

This is an application u/s 437 Cr.P.C. seeking grant of bail moved 

on behalf of accused Kailash@ Mahesh. 

It is submitted on behalf of accused that he is in custody since 

07.07.2020 and has been falsely implicated in this case. It is further 

submitted that recovery has already been effected and accused is no m·ore 

,·equired for further custodial investigation. 

Ld. APP for the State has vehemently opposed the bai\ 

application. He stated that investigation is at nascent stage and it the 

accused is released from JC he will indulge in similar type ot activity. 

Heard. File perused. 

Since, recovery has already been effected, \ am of the 

considered opinion that no useful purpose would be served by keeping the 

accused behind the bars, therefore, accused is admitted to bail on 

furnishing of personal bond in the sum of Rs. 10,000/- with one surety of \ike 

an1ount. 

Application stands disposed of accordingly. 

(Babita Puniya) 

Duty-~ 



PS Nanglor 
U/s 392/411/34 IPC 

16.07.2020 
Distnct courts functioning has been restrict cd/' ,u• ,pend, !<1 ti\\ 

3 
LO? ?o

2
o ,lmid lock-down by the Hon'ble High Court of u, Jh1, rio 11<! 1< ~r 

I b dl·rected to take up the urgent matters vicJc office <Jr<h ?r no. 
courts 1avc ccn 

f~-235/RG/DHC dated 16.05.2020. 

Present: Ld. APP for the State. 
Sh. Joginder Singh, Id. counsel for the accused. 

10 in person. 

Reply filed by the 10 perused. 

This 1s an application u/s 437 Cr.P.C. seeking grant of bai mrJ J(f) 

on behalf of accused Laxman @ Poli. 

It is submitted on behalf of accused that he is in custou; s r Cf~ 

27.05.2020 and has been falsely implicated in this case. It is fur
1

~ (;" 

submitted that recovery has al ready been effected and accused 1s no rrG"e 

required for further custodial investigation. 

Ld. APP for the State has vehemently opposed tne bail 

application . He stated that investigation is at nascent stage and it t~e 

accused is released from JC he will indulge in similar type of act1vlty. 

Heard. File perused. 

Since, recovery has already been effected , I am of th 

considered opinion that no useful purpose would be served by keep·1ng ~r 

accused behind the bars, therefore, accused is admitted to bail o 

furnishing of personal bond in the sum of Rs. 20,000/- with one surety of I k 

arnount. 

Application stands disposed of accordingly. 

~ / 
(Babita-Puniya) 

Duty~~ 
1 C:. , '"'I rv·, f"'\ 



FIR No. 178/'10 ')o 
PS RaJau I l-:;'-,. liC' l1 

U s 379/411 3 l ll' C 
l G.07 2020 

,istrict Cou, ts tu11ct1on1119 llas bcc~n rc', I ri c tc!d /• ,l.l' ,pu,dr~d ti \l 
31.07.20~0 ll·11in lock-down by tile Hon'ble 1--liqh Court of Udh1 , hrn1,, ; ,;r, 
couns ha\ C' bcc-11 d irected to take up the urgent mattc rc, vid<] offi ce ordu r,rJ . 
R-23b RC DHC dated 16.05.2020 . 

Present: Ld. \ PP fo, the State through VC. 

Appl'cant with Ld . Counsel Sh. Vijay Kumar. 

\ 1de tl11s order, I shall decide the application filed on behalf of th(: 

app cant seeking I el ease of vehicle bearing no. DLlR P 2700 on Superdari. 

Reply fi led and perused. As per reply, 10 has no objection, 1f the 

vehicle 1s released to the registered owner/rightful owner. 

Heard Applications perused. 

Having considered all the relevant inputs and having taken note of 

the decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court in Sunderbhai Ambalal Desai V. 

State of Gujarat (A.I.R.2003 S.C.638) and Manjeet Singh Vs. State , I am 

satisfied that this wil l be an eminently fit case where the case property i.e . vehicle 

bearing no. DLlR P 2700 can be released to the applicant/registered 

owner/rightful owner, subject to execution of security bonds. Accordingly, let 

vehicle be released to the rightful owner after preparing detailed panchnama; 

taking photographs of the vehicle; valuation report; a security bond etc. 

The photographs of the vehicle should be attested by the 10 and 

countersigned by the complainant, accused, if any, as well as by the person to 

whom the custody is handed over. 

The panchnama/photographs/ valuation report etc. be filed along with 

the charge-sheet. 10 is also directed to follow the necessary safeguards insisted in 

Sunderbhai Ambalal Desai Vs. State of Gujarat & Manjeet Singh Vs. State. 

However, the rightful owner/registered owner 1s irected not to 

dispose of the vehicle without prior permission of the court. 

The applications stand disposed of accordingly. 

Copy of this order be given dasti to the applicant. 

(Babita Puniya}°-------­
Duty MM-I/West/Delhi 

16.07.2020 
~~r;luE@ 



PS Rajauri Garden 
U/s 25 Arms Act. 

LG.07.2020 

District Courts functioning has been I ostrictecl/suspench'd \ill 

31.07.2020 amid lock-down by the Hon'blc High Court o1 Dc~\\\i, howt'vt-1, 

courts have been directed to take up the urgent 111attcrs vid0 oll,ct' rn de, no . 

r~ 235/RG/DHC dated 16.05.2020. 

Present: Ld. APP for the State. 

Sh. Pranay Abhishek, Id. counsel for the accused. 

Reply filed by the 10 perused. 

This is an application u/s 437 Cr.P.C. seeking grant ol hai\ 11,uvc.'d 

on behalf of accused Jitender. 

It is submitted on behalf of accused that he is in custody since 

14.07.2020 and has been falsely implicated in this case. \t is \u, the, 

submitted that recovery has already been effected and accused is no 1-r,01 (~ 

required for further custodial investigation. 

Ld. APP for the State has vehemently opposed the haH 

pplication. He stated that investigation is at nascent stage and i\ the 

ccused is released from JC he will indulge in similar type of activity. 

Heard. File perused. 

Since, recovery has already been effected, \ am of th 

nsidered opinion that no useful purpose would be served by keeping th 

used behind the bars, therefore, accused is admitted to bai\ 

ishing of personal bond in the sum of Rs. 10,000/- with one surety of \i 

unt subject to condition that he will not try to influence t e witness. 

Application stands disposed of accordingly. 

(BabiUl Puniya) 
Duty MMl ltwest/De\h 

lt-io~t=J•~ ~ 



I 11 ( ' I I I I I l ( I 

, , M 1\ tfHIII 
t I/ I Cl 111/',ll I lPll1i I xc lr,n /\, t 

I I I () '( l '() 

111 111 1 I t 111111 ·, 111111 l11111111q 11,1•, ll1 1(•1 1 r1••,l111,l1•d/•,11•,1 11 r1dr d t1 \ 

I l> 'll 'I) ,1111111 1111 I, d11w11 l1y 1111 1 I lfl11'l1lfl 1111111 c., ,,1111 ,,f I J! lt11 ti,u,,," r 

111111•, /1i1, t' 11< 1 1 1 11 (1111 11 11 1d 111 l,d { 1 11p 111< 1 llllll ' lll rti,ill! •r·. 11<1, . , ,111,~,: ' HcJ,,r r11 1 

I, t•, UC ,/11/ I( di1 l( 1 tl II,()', l(),'() 

111' ,t'llf I ti l\1 1 l I l1>1 ,,,, , 1 11,111 1 llll<lllql1 V( . 

1•,u yt,11 111 •,1 •11111 ll1<'i1<<.11•,, :1l. 

UC 1 /JI\ 111,,111,y 1111· I() IJl'lll',( !cl . 

1111•, ,,, .i11 .ippl11,:1l11111 11/•, /J '. 1/ C r.I 1.L. •,,?<?k1riq qr;.irit <>I t>;.1il rno t' !d 

1111 l1l'l1dll ol ,11, 11•,t·d AjiL 

It , .. •,1il >1111llucl <>11 l>d1nll of ;1c;c1J',<!d lhc.,1I ti,! i·j in cu· ,t<Jdy ·,mu, 

10 C1r >() '0 dlHI 11111.; 1>< 1<' 11 lnls<~ly implicated in ttw, u1•,c?. II i·, turth<:r 

,t ii H 11,11, 'Ii ti rdf 1 < ,,·ovrn y lli1s already been effected and accusr:d is no rnor(~ 

<'q1111,,cl '"' t1111l1< 1 1 c11slodi<.II investigation. 

I <I /\I>/> for the State has vehemently opposed the hai\ 

I >1 >IH\ 11,r)/ 1 I fl' slr1tcd tflnt investigation is at nascent stn~Je and i1 the 

·c ·usc·d ,s , c1 lc, 1~>< ,cf fron1 JC he will indulge in similar type of activity. 

I IC'n1 cl. I ilc perused. 

S11 H C\ , ecovcry has already been effected, I am of the 

,s,cJc,, c'c I 01 rn 110n that no useful purpose would be served by keeping the 

·t isc'cl hcl 1i11d the bars, therefore, accused is admitted to bail on 

11shi11n or IH'I sonal bond in the sum of Rs. 15,000/- with one urety of like 

Hllll. 

Applicntion stands disposed of accordingly. 

(Babita P rHu.H1 

Duty MM-~~~~~ ~f=«•e 



If~ '\t' l;~~~ ) '() '( ) 

'S N,1119101 
U/s 25/54/~9 A1 rns Act . 

Lt, 0 ~ .'0. ' () 

I )1~~1ll l'I l 't)llll~~ llllll'l1Pllllll1 ll.\! ; lh'l'l\ ll'~,lllt \l'l\/',\l~.,H'IHh•d \1\\ 

~ 1.0 . 'O~l) ,unrd lth'k dl)\\11 h\ till' I ln11'blt' l l1qll l ,H11\ u\ \)l'\\\\, huwl'Vl'I, 

t'Utllt~ /1,lVl' lH't'll cillt.'Ctt'd It) t.lkl' llp till' lllU<'lll llltllll'l', Vllh' ulltl l' llldt'I IH) . 

r~ \~~, \l, Dl~l- cL1tt'd tl,.U~) 'U.'O 

Pll'~( ' llt: Id \' l ft.)I" till' St,\ll' tlllUllqll vc 
S 1 l\1,ll1l'lll1t.'I l\ll, l'Ollll~~l'I hH llH' ,\('('ll~,('d 

L"\l'Pt\ lil'd b\, tlH' 10 Pl'lllSl'li. 

Tl1b is :111 tlppl1ct1t1011 u/s 1\31 C1.l).c St'l'k1nq u1~\11t ul b;\i\ 11,ovt'd 

011 bcllRlf L) • ll'CllSL'ci Deepak «v Deepu. 

It is st I lJ1111ttC'd 011 bt'llal1 ot l 1ccust ,(i tllnt Ile is i11 custody ~;1nct' 

27.05.20')0 ;111ci hc1S bCC'll lt11SPly i111pli('tltl'd in this CdSl'. \l is lu1l\H'I 

subn1ittcd tllat rt'covcry l1as al, cady bPcn C'ffC'CtC'ct n11d l ,ccus<.'d is I H) n 101 C' 

required for furthc1 custodial invcsti~Jation. 

Ld. APP for tile' State has vche1nenlly oppos<.'d \ht' btll\ 

pplication. He stated that investigation is at nascent st(1~1C' and i\ \ht' 

ccused is released fron1 JC he will indulge in si1nilar type o1 tlCtiv,ty. 

Heard. File perused. 

Since, recovery has already been etfecled, \ a,n o\ lhr' 

onsidered opinion that no useful purpose would be sc~rver\ by kef'pH ,q thl' 

ccused behind the bars, tl1ercfore, accused is adn1itted to ba\\ on 

rnishing of personal bond in the sun, of Rs. 15,000/ · with one surety o\ \ikl' 

,nount. 

Application stands disposed of accordingly. 

(Babita Puniya) 
Duty~~~\~ 



I I'\ Nu Ol lU?~, 1 0 
P ~; N I 1-11 VII 1;11 

lJJs3 D lll':Mll 1 C 
l(j_() r .20 '0 

DIstI ict Courts lunclioning has been restricted/suspended till 
:::i .07. '0.)0 <1111id lock down by the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi, however, 
collrts hi:lVt' boc'n dirc'ctcci to take up the urgent matters vide office order no. 
~ ,3b1RG/DHC cfated 16.05.2020. 

P1csc11t: L d. /\PP for the State through VC. 

Sil. Nc'craj Sagar, Id. counsel for the applicant. 

V1de tl11s order, I shall decide the application filed on behalf of the 

dpplicant secl-:ing I clease of vehicle bearing no. DL9S BM 4497 on Superdari. 

Reply filed and perused. As per reply, 10 has no objection, if the 

vel1icle is released to the registered owner/rightful owner. 

HcaI d. Applications perused. 

Having considered all the relevant inputs and having taken note of 

the decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court in Sunderbhai Ambalal Desai V. 

State of Gujarat (A.I.R.2003 S.C.638) and Manjeet Singh Vs. State, I am 

satisfied that this will be an eminently fit case where the case property i.e. vehicle 

bearing no. DL9S BM 4497 can be released to the applicant/registered 

owner/rightful owner, subject to execution of security bonds. Accordingly, let 

vehicle be released to the rightful owner after preparing detailed panchnama; 

tak,ng photographs of the vehicle; valuation report; a security bond etc. 

The photographs of the vehicle should be attested by the 10 and 

countersigned by the complainant, accused, if any, as well as by the person to 

whom the custody is handed over. 

The panchnama/photographs/ valuation report etc. be filed along with 

the charge-sheet. 10 is also directed to follow the necessary safeguards insisted in 

Sunderbhai Ambalal Desai Vs. State of Gujarat & Manjeet Singh Vs. State. 

However, the rightful owner/registered owner is directed not to 

dispose of the vehicle without prior permission of the court. 

The applications stand disposed of accordingly. 

Copy of this order be given dasti to the applicant. , ~ 

(Babita Purriya) 
Duty MM-I/West/Delhi 

16.0~.)p;fil§~ 



~ If< No. OJ t13B9/ >O?O 
PS Nangloi 
U/s 379 IPC 

16 0 t .2020 
District Courts functioning has hccn rcstrict<;cJ/c:>u<,p<!ndc1d till 

31.07.2020 amid lock-down by the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi, however, 

courts have been directed to take up the urgent matters vidc offlu~ ordc;r no. 

R-235/RG/DHC dated 16.05.2020. 

Present : Ld. APP for the State through VC. 

Sh. Biswajeet Kumar, Id. counsel for the accused. 

Reply filed by the 10 perused. 

This is an application u/s 437 Cr.P.C. seeking grant of bail moved 

on behalf of accused Satish. ~~- --

It is submitted on behalf of accused that he is in custody since 

29.06.2020 and has been falsely implicated in this case. It is further 

submitted that recovery has already been effected and accused is no more 

required for further custodial investigation. 

Ld. APP for the State has vehemently opposed the bail 

application. He stated that investigation is at nascent stage and if the 

accused is released from JC he will indulge in similar type of activity. 

Heard. File perused. 

Since, recovery has already been effected, I am of the 

considered opinion that no useful purpose would be served by keeping the 

accused behind the bars, therefore, accused is admitted to bail on 

furnishing of per I b d . h . . sona on 1n t e sum of Rs. 10,000/- with one surety of like 
amount. 

Application stands disposed of accordingly. 



FIR No. 521/20 
PS Miyanwali Nagar 
U/s 392/411/34 IPC 

16.07.2020 

DisL,·ict Courts functioning has been restricted/suspended ti\\ 

l.07.2020 arnid lock-down by the Hon'ble High Court of De\hi, however, 

ourts have beer; directed to take up the urgent matters vide office order no. 

-235/RG DHC dated 16.05.2020. 

, esent: Ld. APP for the State through VC. 

None for applicant/accused. 

\.o report received from Jail Superintendent concerned. 

Let the same be called for 17.07.2020. 

(Babi Puniya) / 
Duty MM-~/West/De\hi 

16.0ho20 



FIR No. 213/19 
PS Khyala 
U/s 308/341/506 IPC &25/27/54 Arms Act. 

16.07.2020 

District Courts functioning has been restricted/suspended t 

31.07.2020 amid lock-down by the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi, howev 

courts have been directed to take up the urgent matters vide office order n 

R-235/RG/DHC dated 16.05.2020. 

Present: Ld. APP for the State through VC. 

None for applicant/accused. 

No report received from Jail Superintendent concerned. 

Let the same be called for 17.07.2020. 

(Babita ~uniya) ~ 
Duty MM-I/West/Delhi 

16.07.2020 


