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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+ CRL.M.C. 468/2026
WISE PARTNERS AB (THROUGH ITS AUTHORIZED
REPRESENTATIVE NAMELY JITESH JHA) .. Petitioner
Through: ~ Mr. Sunil Dalal, Senior Advocate
with Mr. Rajiv Singh, Mr. Mohit
Malik, Mr. Ankit Rana, Ms. Shipra
Bali, Mr. Sarthak Malhotra & Mr.
Bharat Khurana, Advocates.
Versus

THE STATE THROUGH SHO PS EOW & ORS. ... Respondents
Through:  Ms. Priyanka Dalal, APP for State
with SI Manoj Kumar, PS EOW.
Mr. Sandeep Sharma, Sr. Advocate
with Mr. Prabhash Malik, Mr.
Akshat, Ms. Kanchan Senwal, Mr.
Abhinav Gupta & Mr. Suchit,

Advocates for R2 to 5.
CORAM:
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE PRATEEK JALAN
ORDER
% 19.01.2026

CRL.M.A. 1872/2026 (for exemption)

Exemption allowed, subject to all just exceptions.

The application stands disposed of.
CRL.M.C. 468/2026 & CRL.M.A. 1873/2026 (for stay)
1. By way of this petition, the petitioner assails an order dated
12.01.2026, passed by the learned Additional Sessions Judge, Patiala

House Court, New Delhi, by which the Court has granted interim
protection to respondent Nos. 2 to 5 for a period of five working days,
while holding that the Court had no jurisdiction to entertain bail

applications on behalf of the said persons.
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2. | have heard Mr. Sunil Dalal, learned Senior Counsel for the
petitioner, and Mr. Sandeep Sharma, learned Senior Counsel for
respondent Nos. 2 to 5.

3. The period of five working days for which respondent Nos. 2 to 5
were granted protection by the impugned order has already lapsed. Mr.
Dalal therefore seeks a clarification, that the observations in the
impugned order with regard to the merits of the bail applications will not
influence the jurisdictional Court, in the event that any application is filed
before the jurisdictional Court.

4, Mr. Sharma also accepts that this is a correct position in law.
Surprisingly, he states that no application has been filed, despite the lapse
of time for which the interim protection was granted.

5. Although learned Senior Counsel on both sides have joined issue
as to the legality of the order, | am of the view that the petition can be
disposed of on the basis of the submission made by Mr. Dalal.

6. The petition is disposed of with the direction that, if any
application is filed before the jurisdictional Court, it will be considered on
its own merits, uninfluenced by the impugned order, and having regard to
all the facts and circumstances of the case.

7. The petition, alongwith the pending application, is disposed of in

these terms.

PRATEEK JALAN,J
JANUARY 19, 2026/‘pv/IKA’/
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