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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ BAIL APPLN. 1544/2018

NARINDER @ MAHINDER SHARMA ... Petitioner
Through  Mr. Ajayinder Sangwan, Mr. Brijesh
Panchal, Mr. Narendra Singh, Ms.
Rishina Parashar, Mr. V.D. Singh and
Mr. Summinder Paswar, Advs. Adv.

Versus
STATE GOVITNCTOFDELHI ... Respondent
Through  Ms. Manjeet Arya, APP
CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE A.K. PATHAK
ORDER
% 09.08.2018

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that petitioner was running
an employment agency. He was registered with the Department of Labour.
As per the ossification report, age of Meenu has been opined between 17 to
20 years. It is submitted that Sangeeta Kumari was not even employed by
the petitioner. she has stated in her statement under Section 164 Cr.P.C. that
she had come to Delhi on 28" October, 2017 along with one Sardar.
Nothing had happened with her and she wanted to go back to her home.

Petitioner is in custody for the last six months.



Keeping in mind the totality of the facts and circumstances of this
case, petitioner is admitted to bail, subject to his furnishing a personal bond
in the sum of I25,000/- (Rupees Twenty Five Thousand Only) with one
surety in the like amount to the satisfaction of the trial court.

Bail application is disposed of in the above terms. Dasti.

A.K. PATHAK, J.
AUGUST 09, 2018
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