
D-7 IN THE HIGH COURT OF DEtHI AT NEW DELHi 

\ 3 '--\ 6'\ - Crl.lDHC . Dated 2~?;.\ () ?\~ ~ No. 

From: 

The Registrar General, 
High Court of Delhi, 
New Delhi . 

! 1..' , \ \ , t . /'. !. 

1. The Ld. Principal District & Sessions Judge Headquat~rSJJ~~tict, Ti's Hazari Courts, Delhi. 
~ . The Ld. Principal District & Sessions Judge, Central District, Tis Hazari Courts, Delhi. 
3. The Ld . Principal District & Sessions Judge, West District, Tis HaiBri Courts, Delhi. 
4. The Ld . Principal District & Sessions Judge, East District, Karkardooma Courts, Delhi. 
5. The Ld. Principal District & Sessions Judge, North-East District, Karkardooma Courts, Delhi. 
6. The Ld. Principal District & Sessions Judge, Shahdara District, Karkardooma Courts, Delhi. 
7. The Ld. Principal District & Sessions Judge, New Delhi Distict, Plitiala House Courts, Delhi. 
g. The Ld . Principal District &; Sessions Judge, Rouse Avenue District, Courts, New Delhi. 
9. The Ld. Principal District & Sessions Judge, (PC Act) (CBI), Rouse Avenue Complex Courts, 

Delhi . . 
I OJfhe Ld. Principal District & Sessions Judge, North-West District, Rohini Courts, Delhi. 

01 . The Ld. Principal District & Sessions Judge, North District, Rohini Courts, Delhi. 
12. The Ld. Principal District & Sessions-Jl,ldge, South District, Saket Courts, Delhi. 
13. The Ld. PrinCipal District&.Sessions Judge, South-East District, Saket Courts, Del~i. 
14. The Ld. Principal District & Sessions Judge, South-West District, Saket Courts, Delhi. 
15 . The Ld. Principal Judge, (Family Court), Dwarka Courts, New Oel1Ji. . ' 
l6.The Ld. ASJ-04, (POCSO), North~West District, Rohini ,<ourts, Delhi or Successors Courts. 
17.The Superintendent, Central Jaii, Tihar, Delhi. . 
18 .T~e SHOIlOlPolice Station- Prem Nagar, Delhi. . 

BAIL APPLICATION NO. 55212026 & trl.M.A. 4089/2026 
Surjeet Kumar @ ~alu 

Versus 

The State NeT of Delhi & ANR. 

Petitioner 

Respondent 

Petition under Section 483 r/w 528 ofBNSS, 2023, in a case relating to FffiNo.187/2023 U/s 
363/376 LPC & 6 POCSO Act registered at police Stlltion-Prem Nagar, Delhi. 

Sir, 
I am directed to forward herewith for immediate compliance! necess31)' action a copy of judgement! 

order dt. 06.02.2026 p.assed in the above case by Hon'ble S,ingle Bencniof..this' Court. 

Other dir~ctjonsare &ontained .in -the. en,clo:sedl.::co,py ofror.cJel"~;:. 

Y Qu,rs faithfully 

V· 
Encl: Copy of order ()6.()Z.2Q26 i: 

and memo of parties. 
A.OJ. ~CRL.) 
FO~IR~gisU'lu' General 

----------.----~~~-----------------------------------.~ l ' 

OFFICE OF THE PRINCiPAL DISTRICT & SESSIONSJQDGE: BORINI ,OURTS,DELHI 

No.1 .c::~.~~ . :-:-J\~ . ~~ .. ... Genl.IlF. 3(A)/N-W&NIRC/2026 Dated ..... ~~.o ~I x..-{ 
Copy fonvarded, alongwith its enclosures (through electronic mode) for information & 

necessary action/compliance, to :-
I /\11 Ld . Judi.:ial Ofllcers (dealing with criminal jurisdiction) posted Ilt NIW & North 
District, Rohini COUI1S, Delhi . 
~ Ikaling Official, Co mputer Branch, Rohini COUl1s for uploading the s 
.l Tile Deali ng Official , R & J Branch, Rohini Courts, Delhi for upl ,adin 

(J YADAl 
Officer In-Charge, Genera 'Branch~I 

N orth-West & North D strict , 
Rohini Court Complex, Delhi. 

, 
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)~ I IN THE HIGH COURT. OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI 

.. ~ . BAIL APPLICATION NO. 12026 

KUMAR @ KALU ... APPLICANTI ACCUSED 

I VERSUS' 

ST~TE OF NCT OF DELHI & ANR. . .. RESPONDENTS 

SEbOND REGULAR . nAIL. A·PPLICATION VIS ' 483 OF 

OCSO ·N:0RtH~"e:S\~~'Ro.tiltrNf:~OURTS NEW DELHI 
:._ . . ... :jt .. .: --:·:.~r~ :: \ "10. ' :~,~:. I:':~L\,:I;J ' ".i/"" , 

IN AIL APPLIO&ltr.(!)N ~NO. 253.112025, IN FIR BEARING 

Nol 18.112023: RSil~iiiED Wi,"' POLICE STATION 

PUM NA\GAR. .;,~~·tJ"Rp;'SEmf.0N, 3'63/376 IPC & 6 

PotSO.ACT 
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NEW DELHI-II0086. . 
, ... APPLICANT/ACCUSED 

VERSUS 

1. STATE OF NeT OF DELHI. 

THROUGH STATION HOUSE OFFICER, 

PS-PREM NAGAR, NEW DELHI-II 0086 

E-MAIL: dhcprosecutiondelhipolice@gmail.c~t,n 
•• 

2.X 

D/OX 

RIO X 

.. . RESP·ONDENT NO.O l 

... RESPONDENT NO.02 

APPLICANT/ ACCl)'SEDIP AROKARIMOTHER . 

NEWDELlfl 
THROUGH ;.. .x VI 

./Y~ . DATB;"b~e~u, 
C.B SINGH & ASSOCIATES 

ADVOCATES 
Enrol: No.: D/338 {R)11996 

OFFICE: CH N0.,333, LAWYERS CHANIBER., \ 
SBCI'OR10, DWARKA COURTS, NEW DELHI .. 1 10.075 ' 

. . MOB: NQ.9212046428 \ 
E-MAILt.chandrabhushan@gmail.com \ 
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\. 
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$-44 
... IN THE ruGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI 

. % 
Date of Decision: 06. 02.2026 

+ BAIL APPLN. 552/2026 &. CRL.M.A. 4089/2026 

. sURfuET KUMAR @ KALV ..... Petitioner 

Through: Mr. C.B. Singh, Advocate. 

versus 

STATE OF NeT OF DELID & ANR. .. ... Respondents 

CORAM: 

Through: Mr. Satinder · Singh Bawa, APP for 
State with 10lSt Monika Singh. 

'JUSTICE GIRISH KA THP ALIA 

JUDGM'E·NT (ORAL) 

. l ~ The accused/applicant seeks regular bail in case FIR No. 18712023 of 

Police Station Prem Nagar for offence ~der . Section 363/376 IPC and 

Section 6 of poe SO Act. 

' 2. It is extremely unfortunate that neither side is equipped with complete 

r-ecord. Learn~d APP submits Qn instructions of 10/SI Monika Singh that the 
, . 

pr10secutrix in her tes.tintony supported prosecution case. Testimony of 
• t ~ , 

prosecutrix ~ not been placed on record by the counsel for 

accused/applicant, But.on being called upon to show the testimony from his 

BAIL.APPLN. 55212026 Page J of 4 pages 



2026:0HC:998 -.. 
file , counsel for accused/applicant expresses inability as he has not brought 

the file. Even from the other side is the same status as the IOISI Monika 

Singh has not brought the investigation file. 

3. In this court, bail matters are taken up on priority basis irrespective of 

their placement in the cause list in order to ensure speedy disposal of the 

same. But this is the classic example of delays as both sides are not serious 

about the matter. 

4. At this stage, the file has reached and is shown by learned prosecutor. 

5. Learned counsel for accused/applicant submits that he has been 

falsely implicated. It is submitted by learned counsel that the prosecutrix, in 

the. very' fU'~ se~te:1lce. orhe! . te~timony before the trial court stated that no 

offence was comniitted against her. It is contended by . learned counsel that 

the proseoutrix herself having pot s~pported prosecution case, it is a fit case 

10 grant bail. ' Further, it is' submitted by learned counsel for 

accused/applicant that the prosecutrix was examined completely on the same 

day before the trial court. No other argument has been advanced. 

6. But peJ\J6al of testimony of prosecutrix shows that submission of 

learned counsel for accused/applicant is not correct. For clarity, I asked and 

learned counsel for accused/applicant stated that it is he only who had ros 

examined the prosecutrix before the trial court. 

BAIL APfLN. 55212026 Page 2 of -I pages 
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7. As per the record produced before me, the prosecutrix was chief 
examined as PW 1 b c. ' • . eJ.ore the trial court on 12.09.2024 only partly and 

thereafter her further chief ex~ination was deferred as she was not feeling 

well. Further chief examination of prosecutrix was carried out on 

19.12.2024. In her chief examination, the prosecutrix completely supported 

the prosecution case, alleging that she had been forcibly kidnapped under a 

threat that if she . objected, the ' accused/applicant would malign her by 

posting ' her pictures on social media. The prosecutrix in. her chief 

examination further described having been taken to various places by the 

accused1applicant where he raped her . forcibly. If recording of further 

testimoDy'Of the prosecutrix had to be deferred on 12.09.2024, her further 

testimony ought to have been recorded on the very next day, keeping in 

mind die nature of the trial. But the learned Court of Sessions dealing with 

·ihePOCSOm aladjeumedthematter to 19.12.2024. It is on 19.12.2024 that 

in her crossexaminatiori the :prosecutrix took a U-turn. It has been 

.repeatedly directed .across mUltipie Judicial precedents that. in trials before 
-
the Court of Sessions, the trial must be taken up on day to day basis at least 

. so far' u the witness in box is concerned. For, such prolonged gap in the 

course of ~ecording testimony creates occasions for pressurizing the partly 

examined witnesses of prosecution. 

8. After .e~~ the police file, learned prosecutor submits that all 

family members of the prosecutri~' have supported the pro ecution 
allegations. 

BAIL APPLN. 55212026 . 
Page 3 of 4 pages 
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, case I'S that the accused/applicant 
9. Broadly speaking, prosecutIon 

kidnapped the prosecutrix, minor in age and after taking her to various 

places, he sexually ravaged her. 

1 O. Considering the above circumstances, I do not find it a fit case to 

release the acc. used/applicant on bail. Therefore, the b~il appli~ation is / 

dismissed. Copy of this order be sent to the concerned J all Supenntendent 
, . 

for being conveyed to the accused/applicant. Pending application stands 

disposed of. , 

11. In view of circumstances described in paragraph 7 above, it is directed 

that copy of this' judgment. be sent to all Principal District and Sessions 

Judges in Delhi with the request to circulate the same amongst all courts 

dealing With~al~ in S~s~iop,s_Cases, especially cases under the POCSO Act - -- . '" 

with. the direction to ensure that preferably such trials should be conducted 

on day-to-day basis and if that is not, possible, testimony at least ' of the 

witness .already being examined should be recorded on day-to-day basis till 

its . conclusion, so that any possibility of pressurizing the 

t;n;~,tft1''7Ad· 
.u.&.u.~ . , 

.. 
FEBRUARY 06, 2016/,y 

BAIL APPLN .. 55212026 

GIRISH KATHPALIA 
(JUDGE) 
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