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1. After hearing the matter at length, learned counsel for the
petitioner fairly conceded that the victim in the present case,
which pertains to offences under the POCSO Act, has not yet been
examined as a prosecution witness. He further acknowledged that
examination of the victim at the earliest stage is a necessary
consideration while dealing with a prayer for grant of bail in a
POCSO matter. It was, however, submitted that the prosecution
has deliberately failed to produce the victim, resulting in
protraction of the trial, and that the trial Court has not taken
adequate steps to secure the victim’s presence. Learned counsel
nevertheless stated that if appropriate directions are issued to the
trial Court to ensure the early appearance and examination of the
victim, he would not press the present bail petition and would be
at liberty to seek appropriate relief before the trial Court thereafter.

2. In view of the aforesaid submission, the present petition is

dismissed as withdrawn with a direction to the trial Court to
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ensure that the victim is examined at the earliest possible
opportunity. Having regard to the nature of the allegations and the
legislative mandate under the POCSO Act for expeditious
conclusion of such trials, the trial Court shall make all possible
endeavours to secure the presence of the victim and record her
testimony as a prosecution witness without undue delay. The
petition stands disposed of accordingly.

(Sanjay Parihar)
Judge



