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HIGH COURT OF DELH1 AT NEW DELH1
| ; : ' f RN A

Bieisns NO...Q-Q&:&.Q.?....,,JQI.Dated el f 28512

The Registrar Generat, . )

Dethi High Court,

New Delhi.
To

\_+The District & Sessions Judge (HQY Central, Tis Hazari Courts, Delhi.

2. The District & Sessions Judge, West, Tis Hazari Court, Delhi. 5
3. The District & Sessions Judge, New Delhi, Patiala House Courts, Delhi/3
3, The District & Sessions Judge. South, Saket Courts, Delhi. '
The District & Sessions Judge, South-East, Saket Courts, Delhi.
‘The District & Sessions Judge, East, Karkardooma Courts, Delhi.
The District & Sessions Judge, North East, Karkardooma Courts. Delhi.
8. The District & Sessions Judge, Shahdara, Karkardooma Courts, Dcll\i- ‘
0. The District & Sessions Judge, North West, Rohini Courts, Delhi.
10. The District & Sessions Judge, North, Rohini Courts, Delhi. R
11. The District & Sessions Judge, South West, Dwarka Courts, Delhi. 4
§

*

L

-

12. The District & Sessions Judge. Rouse Avenue Courts, Deihi.

BAJL APPLN. 525/2020

e Petitioner :

Pooran @ Sumit

VERSUS

Stzte .................Respom!ent

lar bail in case relating\to'_ FIR

on 439 Cr.P.C. for grant of regu
t, registered at Police|Station

Petition under Sectl
No.030/2013 under Section 302

Mundka Delhi

Sir/Madam,
| am directed 10 forward her

cated 10.09.2020passed in the above case
Vide aforesaid order the Hon'ble C
10.09.2020 to ail the Ld.Judges for necessary actions. ;

/33IPC & section 23/27 Arms Ac

1

. . . R W

ewith immediate compliance/necessary action a copy of judgmentorcer
| !

by Hon'ble Mr. Justice Suresh Kumar Kait of this Court.

ourt has inter alia directed 0 circulate a copy of the order dated

ed in the enclosed copy of order.

Other necessary directions are contain
Y ours faithfully,

|
E
H

Ay S

Admn. Officer Jugl. (CrL1

£nci : Copy of order dated : 10.09.2020
For Registrar General |

and Memo of Parties.
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(FR NO. 30/2013 U/S 302/34 OF IPC & SECTION 25/27 OF ARMS

' State NCT of Delhi

r -

IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
CRIMINAL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION

BAIL APPLICATION NO. {..5° OF 2020

- -_— -

I;‘A&T AT P.S. MUNDKA)
| IN THE MATTER OF:
‘Pboran @ Sumit

Petitioner

Versus
... Respondent

MEMO OF PARTIES

In the matter of:
ooran @ Sumit,
$/o Late Sh. Bhikam Singh,

ﬁanglm Delhi
resently lodged at

Central Jail, Delhi. LY e Petitioner
Versus

State NCT of Delhi
Through Public Prosecutor,
IHigh Court of Delhi

New Delhi. Respondent

FIR NO. 30/2013
U/s 302/34 of IPC

Section 25 & 27 of Arms Act
P.S. Mundka

In Jail Custody: 17.06.2013

Narne & Detanls of Trial Court: Shri Pooran Chand,
i Ld. AS], West Distnct

Tis Hazari Courts, Delhi.

_/Petitioner
Through: e

i .
-\'-_" |

% ' *
o %ahal & Prasanna,



" Court and the same was dismissed as withdrawn vide order dated 04.12.2015.

IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
BAIL APPLN. 525/2020

POORAN @ SUMIT .. Petitioner
! Through Mr. Kanhaiya Singhal with Ms.
Pratiksha Tripathi, Mr. Chetan
Bhardwaj. Mr. Prasana and Mr. Ajay
Kumar, Adv.

VErsus
..... Respondent

Through ~-Mr: Amr-<hadha; APP for-State-——
| With Inc Bishambhar Dayal Meena.

PS Munka

STATE

CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SURESH KUMAR KAIT

ORDER
Yo 10.09.2020

The hearing has been conducted through *ideo conferencing.

L. Present petition has been filed by the petitioner under secuion 439

Cr.P.C. for grant of regular bail in pursuance to FIR No0.30/201% for the

offences punishable under Sections 302/34 17 and 25 & 27 of Arms Aci
registered at police station Mundka, Delbi.

2. For the same relief, petitioner had earli=r filed application before this

L ]
-~

however, directions were issued to expedite an« conclude the trial within one

- vear from the next date of hearing.

3. Ld. Counsel for the petitioner submits that as on 04.12.2018, only 16

- prosecution witnesses were examined out cf 52 wimesses and despite

 issuance of directions passed by this Court, til} Fzbruary, 2020 only five morc
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4. Learned Counsel for peutio

4 _. NOS. }.341

7 Petitioner is in J.C. sinc

1§ - witnesses could be exain
| moreover in the four cases as mentioned in the siatus report dated 03.03.2020,

rotal 21 witnesses have beehl

witnesses were further examined. Therefore,

examined SO far.
that petitioner is 11

itioper further submits
the present case is dated

12 i.e after 40 days.
on

judicial custody since 17.06.2013. The incident in
08.02.2013 and Lalit, since deceased, died on 16.03.20
he petitioner. however, he was arrested

None of the witnesses had named t
12.06.2013 in FIR No. 16472013, wherein he allegedly revealed about his

invoivement in the present case and that he in ¢ ith co-accused

-onnivance wit

executed the plan of murder. |
ubmitting that the

Iearned APP has cpposed the present petition by §
se was cleverly planned, without leaving

S

murder committed in the present ca

any evidence behind, therefore. for four good months p
ted in FIR No. 164/2013 on

olice could not track

the case. It was only when the petitioner was arts
volvernent in the present case and

12.06.2013. that he disciosed about his 1nve
thereafter weapon and vehicie used in the a‘tence were also recovered.
order dated 29.03.2017 passed by this court, it 1s recorded that

Moreover, In
“he allegations against the

threat to wWilnesses
petitioner are Serous. Hence, the present pefition deserves to be dismissed.
a1l material witnesses are member of the victii s

the petitioner extended

6. Iitisnot in dispute that
family and have been examined and at this stage there is no likelihood of

threat being extended to any of the winesses.

e 17.06.2013 an¢ so far not even half of the

ined. Thus, trial shail take substantial time and

| the petitioner has been discharged in FIR No. 1#/2013 and acguitted in FIR

1/2013 and 58/2013, however, only ont case 1s pending trial against
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W petitioner Lo, FIR Neo. 1od 2013,
16 witnesses werce

5\

S alve adt W dispute that as on 04,.12.2018,
and hall vears, only § witnesses could further be

%

Sx@inad and sven affer ane

aaaminad due W the wasons mentionad in the report filed by the District &

Jossiony Judge pursuant to the directions passerd by this Court.
3 that the deceased was shot

o BT

b As per the batlistic veport, it is ostablishe

-

"\\ -l"e W] :1\,‘ WY \\i:\\:l ‘.‘\‘\K\\\ L\‘! hx“ll 111(\ C(}"d\,C‘u"‘(d Ii] i}le pleqent C&SC
of the prosecution and

W Rowever, withow! commenting ou the case
eeping I view the periad alveady spent in judial custody and that trial shall

make substantal tme. I am of the view that the notitioner deserves bail.

1. Accordingly, he shall be released on bail forthwith on his furnishing a
porsonal bond of Rs 23000 - and two sureties of the like amount to the
saustacnion of Tnal Court

o, v influence or contact any

12.  Pentioner shall not directly or indires
witness or tamper with the evidence.

13, The Trial Court shall not get influenced »v the observation made by
this Court while passing the order

14, The petition is, accordingly, allowed ar. < isposed of.

[3.  Copy of this order be transmitted to the -l Supermtendent concerned

and Trial Court for information and necessary compliance.

§. Before parting with :his petition, as noted above, vide order dated
1.12.2018, this Court directed the Trial Coun 10 expedite and conclude the
trial within one vear. Admitredly, the Trial Cou - could not conclude the trial
within the snpulated tme as directed bv this Couirt.

17 “ltis alm not in dispute that the Trial Co i1t neither complied with the
when the learned

oy
I’.’m

h»)

"’ Eata: e Tat ~ . -
directions nor, sought for extens_mn of time. " lowever,



counsel for petitioner apprised this Court about order dated 04.12.20 8. this

Court sought a report from the Trial Court asto why directicns pumlart to
aforesaid order has not been comphed with. Acco‘ dingly, the concerned Court

tile a report mentioning reasons therein. i
18. In view of above, I am of the considered nplmon that once a direction

ts passed by this Court to the subordinate Coust, the said court is duty bound
¢d time or seek extension for

to comply with the directions within the stipui«:
urt had

the same. However, I have come across certain ¢ases, wherein this Co

passed directions, but subordinate Courts have neither compliea wito them

nor sought extension for the same.

19.  Accordingly, I hereby direct all the subordinate courts concerned tha
when directions are passed by this Court, the courts shall duly con aply with.

{  the same, in fzulule whereof ’rhey shall seek extension from this Court well in

~ advance i.e. before expiry of the period as direced by this Court. In the event
assed by

1 the subordinate court fails to act in accordance with the directions p

this Court, action shall be taken against the judicial officer concerned as per

- law.

| 20.

5 Registry of this Court is directed to communicate this order to all the
| District & Sessions Judges, Delhi who shall in furn apprise to all the learned

| Judges concerned. . |
21 The Ol'deil’ be uploaded on the website forriiwith,

@%

| SEPTEMBER 10, 2020
ms |
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' OFFICE OF THE PRINCIPAL DISTRICT & SESSIONS JUDGE \(ﬂQé' 35?1‘ -
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©No /70287 ~ 8 3% Genl./Jud Circl /HCS/2020  Dated, Delhi the ———
i Hon’ble Mr.

Copy of the letter alongwith order dated 10.09.2020 passed by .
ed as

Justlce Suresh Kumar Kait of High Court of Delhi in Bail Appln. 525/2020 titl
. ompliance

;! Pooran @ Sumit Vs. State” be circulated for information and necessary action/c

I All the Ld. Judicial Officers posted in Central District, Tis Hazari Courts, Delhi.
Courts, Delhi with the request to

L2/’.l’ﬁe Chairperson, Website Committee, Tis Hazari i
of Delhi District

*—"direct the concerned official to upload the same on the website

Courts.

""3. The Director (Academics), Delhi
- information as requested vide letter no. DJA/Dir./Ac

For uploading the same on Centralized Website through LAXERS.

Judicial Academy, Dwarka, New Delhi for
d./2019/4306 dt. 06.08.2019.

PS to Ld. Principal District & Sessions Judge (HQ), Tis Hagzari Courts, Delhi.

(GAJENDE
Link-Officer-In-Charge (Genl. Branch)

ACMM-2, (Cenfral) TI-IC@D/cl}ﬁ.

Ecnls As above,
a4 o Genl./Jud.Circl/HCS/2020  Dated, Delhi t

' .Copy to:

.. The Registrar General, Hon’ble High Court of Delhi, New Delhi fdr information please.

ACMM:-2, (Central) THC, Delhi.

T\

Link-Officer-In-Charge (G¢nl. Branch)
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