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y IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELMI AT NEW DELNT

Late of Dacigion: 20 e, 2020
WI(CRL) 986/2020 & CRI. M.A, Nos.§344-46/2020

CHIRAG MADAN ons Petitioner

Through:  Mr. Siddharth Luthra, Sr, Adv, with
Ms, Ravieen Sabharwal,
Mr. Cheitanya Madan, Mr. Saj
) Krishna, Mr. Akshay Sehgal &
Mr. Saif Shams, Advs, along with
el petitioner-in-person.
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Rt e s Respondents
'l‘nmugh: Mr. Vikas Mahajan, CGSC with

Mr. Jatin Puniyani, GP for R-1/U0I.

Mr, Rahul Mehra, Standing Counsel
(Crl) with Mr. Chaitanya

Ady. for GNCTD/Delhi Palice.

N'BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE
BLE MR, JUSTICE PRATEEK JALAN
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Public Tnterest Litigation has beon preferred with the fullowing
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provecution at the time hearing bail applications
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. Magistrates Lid, Sessions Judges to
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~ We have hoard the loared counsel for the parties at length,

It is submitted by Mr.Siddharth Luthra, learned Senior Counsel
_ for the petitioner that in several cases, reports are being called
hm Superintendents in bail matters. Though the same are being relied
~ upon by the Courts, but the copies thereof are not being supplied to the
2-'.= accused. Leamed Senior Counsel appearing for the petitioner, in this regard,
m this Court to various annexures and pointed out matters where
ave been passed, dismissing the bail application preferred by the
h by relying upon the report given by Jail Superintendent.

We have heard Mr, Rahul Mehra, leamed Standing Counsel (Crl)
g for the Government of NCT of Delhi, who submitted that there is
ie statement, looking to the orders which are annexed with this writ

the effect that in spite of demand, the accused has not been

oy of the report of the Jall Superintendent. It is futher
. Mehra that, normally, there is no reason for not supplying
en by the Juil Superintendent or even the report of
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SRR, in writing in the order. Learned Standing Counsel for
R :ﬁmm pointed out that normally, the repont of the Jail Superintendent
ok 'ﬂl'ﬂtl? to the Court, such report may be regarding the medical

b a5 pointed out by the accused, or
1, cte.

may be on the conduct of the

Having heard the learned counsel for the parties and looking to the
i iﬂ m of the case, it appears that whenever the Court is
%. rely ' l report of the Jail Superintendent, which is normally called by

’ﬁfﬂh Court for a specific purpose on case to case basis, the copy
.rﬂ' "\-\. b
. m should be given 1o the accused, save and except in exceptional
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8. Crdinarily, as a general rule, it ought to be lkept in mind by the Courts
ﬁut whcm:ver any report is called for from the Jail Superintendent and is
R M 1o the Court either direetly or through APP, copy thereof should be
ver ’ﬂ ﬂlﬁ applicant of the bail application. Whenever such copy is not

ﬂm lpp]lum of the application under Code of Criminal
H y under Sections 437, 438 and 439 of the Code of
cedure, the mmn will be recorded by the Court in the order.

th 1y be some cases where the report cannot
_j'_.nﬂn,mwuf_mu report given by the
as well lhmb?ﬂmlﬂﬂ-ﬁllﬁnlnﬂiw
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50 in the Cour o law. This is 4
1g justice to the public at
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yis 8. It farther uppears from the feets of the oase that s fur e possible, e

report of the Investigating OfMosr an well ws of the Jail Nopesendan

whould be given to the Court in advance. Similarly, coples of theve o

i should also be given to the acoused/applicant In ndvance so thit ey can

~ also defend their case effectively and efficlontly In the Court of law,

9. With these observations, the writ petition i allowed and disposed of.

- ‘hm application also stands disposed of accordingly.

?# eopy of this order be scnt to the Chief Secretary, Delhi

nment Mfﬂmﬂ (Prisons); Distriet and Sessiona Judge of all

. Courts; Member Secretary, Delhi State Legal Services Authorlty

) and al the juil uthorities, This order may be complied with
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