$~81
* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+ BAIL APPLN.844/2025

Surender Sodhi @ Shammic L Petitioner

Through: Mr. Garg Singh, Ms. Sakshi
Sachdeva and Ms. Ritika Raput,
Advs.

Versus
STATE& ANR. . Respondents

Through:  Mr. Aman Usman, APP for State.
Mr.Pradeep Kumar Arya, Mr. Aditya
Kumar  Yadav, Mr. Gaurav
Chaudhary, Mr. Rishabh Malhotraand
Mr. Rishabh, Advs. for complainant.

CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VIKASMAHAJAN
ORDER
% 25.02.2025

CRL.M.A. 6263/2025 (exemption)

1 Allowed, subject to al just exceptions.

2. Application stands disposed of.

BAIL APPL N.844/2025

3. The present petition has been filed under Section 483 read with Section
528 BNSS seeking the following relief:

() allow the- present petition and extend the interim bail dated
21.01.2025 granted by Ld. ASJ, East, Karkardooma Court, Delhi in
case SC No. | 051/2018 titled as Sate Vs Veer Sngh & Orsto the
petitioner for further period of 60 days;
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4, Clarifying the prayer, the learned counsel for the petitioner submits that
the date of impugned order has been wrongly mentioned as 21.01.2025
instead of 24.02.2025.

5. She submits that the learned ASJ (FTC), East, Karkardooma Courts,
vide impugned order dated 24.02.2025 has rejected the extension of interim
bail granted to the petitioner only on the ground that the proper treatment can
be given to the applicant in jail.

6. She submits that there is no dispute that the petitioner has undergone
surgery of Subtalar of Arthrodesis on 19.01.2025 and thereafter, implant was
removed by a surgical intervention on 19.02.2025. She submits that the
certificate given by the City Hospital and Trauma Centre also clearly
mentions that no body weight bearing or walking till 04 to 05 weeks be done
by the petitioner and complete bed rest has been advised.

7. On ingtructions, she submits that she is confining her prayer for
extension of interim bail for a period of two weeks.

8. The learned counsel for the complainant submits that he has no
objection in case the extension is granted only for a period of two weeks and
no further extension is sought by the petitioner.

0. At this, the learned counsel for the petitioner submits that she has
Instructions to state that no further extension of interim bail will be sought by
the petitioner. The statement is taken on record.

10. Inview of the above, the present petition isallowed and the interim bail
granted to the petitioner is further extended for a period of two weeks from
today on the same terms and conditions on which the interim bail was granted
to the petitioner vide order dated 22.01.2025 passed by the learned ASJ]
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(FTC), East, Karkardooma Courts.

11.  Upon expiry of period of two weeks as stated above, the petitioner shall
surrender before the Jail Superintendent.

12.  With the aforesaid direction, the petition stands disposed of.

13. Copy of the order be forwarded to the concerned Jail Superintendent
for necessary compliance.

14.  Order be uploaded on the website of this Court.

VIKASMAHAJAN, J
FEBRUARY 25, 2025/dss
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