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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+ BAIL APPLN. 4487/2024

BIENDER . Petitioner
Through:  Mr. Pankg), Adv. (Appearance not
given)
Versus
STATE GOVT. OF NCT OF DELHI ... Respondent

Through:  Mr. Mukesh Kumar, APP with S|
Seema, PS Prashant Vihar, ASlI Prem
Ballabh, PS Prashant Vihar
Mr. Vaibhav Sharma, Ms. Urvashi

Sharma, Advs.
CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE JASMEET SINGH
ORDER
% 06.12.2024

CRL.M.A. 36744/2024
Exemption allowed, subject to al just exceptions.

The application is disposed of.
BAIL APPL N. 4487/2024
1. This is an application seeking anticipatory bail in FIR No. 574/2024
dated 04.11.2024 registered under Sections 115(2)/333/351(2)/3(5) BNS
2023 registered at PS Prashant Vihar.
2.  As per the FIR, it is stated that the petitioner along with 3 people

barged into the office of the complainant and beat him with fists and blows.
3. It is stated by Mr. Pankaj, learned counsel for the petitioner that in the

present case al the co-accused have been granted anticipatory bail and the
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petitioner is not the one who had physically assaulted the complainant.

4, In addition, it is also stated that the applicant is ready to join
Investigation and cooperate with the investigating agency.

5. It is submitted that the only reason why the Sessions Court denied ball
to the petitioner is that there are 2 FIRs against the petitioner and in both the
FIRs the petitioner has already been granted bail.

6. | am unable to agree.

7. | have seen the CCTV footage, wherein it is seen that the petitioner
aong with other people barged into the office of the complainant and
physically assaulted him.

8. The police requires custodial investigation of the petitioner to know as
to why the petitioner accompanied other accused to the office of the
complainant to physically assault him.

9. In addition, there are NBWs issued against the petitioner in this case
and the petitioner has not yet taken any proceedings for cancellation of those
NBWs.

10. The present petition cannot be a substitute seeking cancellation of
NBWs.

11. For the said reasons, | am not inclined to entertain the present
application and the same is dismissed.

12. The application is disposed of.

JASMEET SINGH, J

DECEMBER 6, 2024/DM
Click here to check corrigendum, if any
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