. Bail Mduers 397/202"
THE STATE Vs. KANWARJEET SINGH KOC HHAR

~ FIR No. 95/2025
PS Vasant KunJ (North)

- 27.09.2025'

Present:  Dr. Sdtlsh Shukla I d. /\ddl PP for the State.
| Sh. /\1]111'1 Ddydl _I.,u. counsel for dpph(.dm/dccused
(Lhrou;,h VQC ) | |
' Sh Rohit. Kumdr Id (ounsol fol
-,dpphcam/dc(usod | \

x Sh. leulI dmbd I.d. Counsel for complainant.

Sh.;/\kd,sh_ Khurdnd, .d. Counsel for complainant

- .(Lh'rol‘_igh \?_f(l).

Vide my separate order of even date, the present
application is allowed and disposed'off accordingly.
Copy of the order be given dasti as well as be sent to

_ jail superintendent for supplying the same to accused in jail.

(Atul Ahlawat) -

_ Bail Roster Judge _
AS J/Spl. Judge, NDPS/N Delhi |

27.09.2025
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IN THE GOURT OF ASJ/SPECIAL JUDGE/NDPS
PATIALA HOUSE COURTS, NEW DEL m B

Presided by: Atul Ahlawat, DH I

BAIL APPLICATION NO. 397/202) o ,
THE STATE Vs. KANWARJEET SIN(:H KOC HHAR

FIR NO. 95/2025
PS VASANT KUNJ (NORTH)

. 27.09.2025
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Bail dpphcatmn recelved by way of asn;,nmem/transfer vide

orders of Ld.’ Prmupal Dlstrlct and - Sessions. Judge, vide
order no. - 21536- 2161()/Bdll : &

I'lhng/Judl /Prin. D&@JN]DD/ZOZ" ' ddted 11.08.2025 - w.e.f.
13.08.2025. e

' ()RDER.' 3

1.
filed by Lhe applicant/accused Kanwarject Singh Kochhdr w's 482

BNSS, 2()23 seeking the grant of dnuupdtory bail.

2. It has been submitted 'by the Ld.
applicant/accused that no other bail application filed by the

“applicant/accused s préséntly pending  before the ITon’ble

Vide the prescnt order I shdﬂ hsposv of the application

counsel for the

Supreme Court'of India; the Hon’ble High Court of Délhi; Or any

- other Court in respect of the present matter wherein similar relief

has been sought.

3. The IO has fﬂcd a reply to th prosem dpphcduon Whth

has been cdrcfully perused.

State Vs. Kanwarjeet Singh Kochhar -

IR No. 95/2025
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4. Lhe pre sent dﬂU(lde()ry bail dpphum()n arises in the
backdrop of pC(uhdr cire umstdn( ¢s, wherein the FIR in question

was rcglstued on 22.02. 202; 1e. 10 days after the d“%cd'
incident. » -

«
K

‘5. CItis further notcd that there ‘was another case registered i. C.

_1 [R bodrmg’ no. lO >/202 on 1.0.02.2025, u/s 64(.1_)/3.)_1.(:3)/3(‘))
~BNS, 2()25 and u/s 6 of. POCSO ./j\c;t,' 2012 atPS Rajouri Garderi
.'w'hér'eiln'tﬁle Victim' had levelled certain allegatiohs against the
-husbdnd of tho prosom complamdm namely Gaurav Sharma. The
scnd husbdnd of ‘the (ompldlnum had approached the Hon’ble
i "Ih;’h C ourt of Delhi sookmg’ quashing of the said FIR along with
other reheﬁs,.'lncludlng}a' writ of mandamus directing the police
‘authorities g‘to provide pr'(.)tection to him and other members of the

complainant’s family.

6. .~ The :'Hcr)n’ble ITigh Court of Delhi vide its order dated
- 17.02.2025 ilj:WP-'(C‘rf.),_553/2025, made certain observations
regarding the inéident in‘;- question and directed the concerned
DCP to file a status rcp()ft, with respect o the alleged incident |

. which was alll(zgedly capt,ufr_eld on CCTV footage.

7. Iheredﬁer the IIR m the plesem case was registered. The
Hon’ ble ng’h Court of D(‘H‘ll Vld(‘ SUCC ossw(‘ ordets, continued to
pass certain ordors/dlroﬂums conc (’rnmg’ the incident in question.
 The presem dpphLdHUd( cusad subsaquemly Lhdﬂ@l’lg’(‘d 1ho

orders pdssod by 1ho Hon’ble Ihgjh Court of Delhi before the

State Vs. Kanwar_]eet .Smg_h Kochhar. ) ‘ : UR No. 95/2025  PS.VK North

- Bail Matter no. 397/2025
Page No.3/13 .



Hon’ble Suprome Court of In(hd vide SI PC rl 3727 37%0/202

~ wherein the Hon’ble /\pex Coun was plodsod 1o record v1do
order dated  06.03.2025 that “J/‘ l‘he_ petll‘loner_ herein Is
czpprehending:' arrest at the hands of p_'olié‘e in co'm?_'qec.‘l'ion. with
any Tirst Information Report, then it shall be,_op,-en}_ for him to
pray for anticipatory bail before ‘the C'ompet-eﬁt; court ih
accordance with law. If any such _drzl‘icipdrory_bail a;%ﬁpl'i'é‘c-'ltib’rj ls |
filéd, the Court concerned shall"l.(_)_ok into the samie on its merits

without being in_fluenced in any 'mar-zr'v,.-e.r- by any of the.
| observations'made by the Hiqh COurt 'aqaiﬁst L‘hé.péét'il'io'ne-r' » Ih

view of the db()VL the prose dpph( duon hds been preforr(‘d by .'

the dpphcdnt/dccused

8. - The present application st f;irst ‘listed before thL then 1.d.
Roster Bail Judge on 22.03.2025, W;iltzrtzin the Ld. Prt:?‘decessor of
this Court was pleased to direct thaft no coercive a'ctijon shall be
takén’ against the applicant/accused ?until the next datc?, subject to
him joining the ihvestigation, as and when called upoﬁ by the 10.
(“ortaih di‘roctitmé wefe also i%su(‘d» Vide' the scud order to
asc (’rtdm the g g,enumo ess of certain do( um(‘nts and Lo collect Lho ‘
CDRs and location 11D Charts of the mgqatorljes of th(z_ settlement
agrecement  dated 30.01.2025 and p,%)Ssesision ltétter dated

04.02.2025. - .

9. Time aﬁd again the mz;ttor was adj:oﬁrnbd-from 3ono ddLC to
another, with mtorlm proteatmn bemg, extonded On- 07 04. 202
and 25.04.2025, drg,ummts were not ddVdnced by tho de‘U(’S

it was submitted by them that there were chances of;_' settlement |

State Vs. Kanwarjeet Singh Koch}mr IR No. 95/2025 . ' PS VK North - - Bail Matter no. 39772025
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‘and time was ‘ac:'cordingly grantcd for the said pufpdse. 'I’hé said
diSCussi()ris, however, dld not materialize and the | matter
(*yo'rﬂ'inubdgtb be adjournod ﬁom one date to another, with interim
protec uon bomg oxtendui Iho matter was listed before the
'underﬂg’n(‘d for- 1h0 flrst umo on 22.08.2025, however, since the
lawyoers woro dbstdlmng fro orn work on the said date, no coercive

ordors were pdssed and the rnduol was deourned for 19. O‘) ZOZ

- for dddressmgj drgjumems

10, i‘,%,()fé)re deiving in to the merits of the present case, I deem
it necesséfyf to. observe that both the parties have, to a
. (:—(i)nsi_(icre_ﬂ?le exte'nt,. sought to complicate the matter and have
”ﬁr("sentod dn oxtrer-nely confusing set of facts, when in ré'alit-y the
issues 1nvolved were not o complex. The present bail dpph( ation
runs into dlound 1134 pdg,o and is ac compdmod by NUMerous
synopses, brief polnts of dispute, and a detailed account of the
backgrounﬂ of litigations bctweoh the part‘i_'cs.*"l‘he repeated
replies and status repbrts filed by the successive, 10s, at times
taking conffadictory f)tjsiti()ns have further added to the

resolution of the matter significantly. more challenging.

11.  Despite the Ldtegmncal obselVduons made by the Hon’ble
Apex Court, - as notod dbOV(‘ in pardgrdph number 7, the
respec tive (oun.sels for Ih(‘ pdm(‘s have left no stone unturned in
refvrrmgj 10 the poruons of st I(CCSSIV(‘ ordors pdssed by the
Hon’ ble Ihgjh (ourt m WP (( rl) 333/2025 and other allied
- matters’ 1hdt suuod Lhmr rospo( UVC narratlves :However, such
: argum_ents as a-dvanced ,b_q‘fore thls Court are beyond the scope of .
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the present application and, accordingly are not being considered.

12.  Before addressing the merits of the present apphcation, it
is imperative to note that the real bone of contention between the.
‘parties to the "present litigation related: to the owriership and

possession of an 1mmovab10 property namely ‘Hotol Sarovar

Portico, Vasant Kunj’. The applic dnt/d(cusui (ldlms to bo thol .

rwhtful owner of the said proporty and asserts that ho enjoys its _-
vacant and peaceful poss‘essmn.. On ,thg other -;hand, the
co,'rnplainant'disputes the applicant/actl:uséd"s.Clai.ms éccjntczhdiqg -
that the docﬂ_mems dated  3().01.20‘25?’ and -..().4_.»02.2()’25;\/7\761"0.

forged.

13.-  After the registration of the pfeseﬂt case ]:’f‘IR,‘tshe then 10
ACP Vijay Kumar vide suppleménti&ny.‘reply dated 27.()5.2()25,
informed Lh.ié Court that the jalk-zlgfatio»ns.'relating L‘E) offences
vpunish'able u/s 331(8)/331(6)/333 BNS, 2023 were'.f(;und to bhe
not made out, and accordingly, thé)SQ sections wcr:é‘dropped.
However, certain jothe;‘ se_(:tiofns}were:- invoked, .squ(:iﬁ(:ally
offences punishable u/s 32?)(&3)/11.7(2)’/1253()/1.59.1_(2)/1_§‘3g1,(3) BNS,
2023 - i I

14. It has -been submitted by the ,i_-]_;d.;Counse:l for the-
B applicant/accused that the appH(ZéiHL/EiCéUS(?d has begen fzﬂSCly .
implicated in the pro%oﬁt case and thé’ré is no in(grimin.ati‘ng :
- material against him, save for the bald gtatem Tents made by the

complainant dnd oth(’r mu‘rvsu‘d wnnessos
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15, It has further bécﬂn _Subrﬁittcd by the Ld. Counsel for the
lappli(‘:antj/a'(_:cused that th(f?(:ust()d_ial interrogation of the present
applicanﬂak("c“us,éd is not reéjuirod The-applicant/accused has been

served wnh saveral notices by the 10 to join the lIlVLSngdthIl all

*of which he hds duly (omphod with. The apphc ant/accused had

JOIHL‘d the mVQSUg,dtmn on 24. 02 2025 5, 1.e. even prlor to the grant

-‘ of mtorlm protoctmn to hlm 11 orodftor in (omphdnco wnh Lhe
' dlroctmns of ths Court to join Lho investigation, he had duly
dppCdr(‘d bofore Lho 10 on 24.03.2025, 01.05.2025, 03.05.2025,
' '14.()L>.2_().2 24. OJ .ZO.Zr dnd lastly on 25.05.2025. Since then, he
has not rgzcelved any further notice, and he remains wﬂhng, to

~join the investigation as and when called upon to do so.

16. It hds been submltt(‘d by the Ld. ("ounsol for the
dpphcdm/dc(used that, except for Lho co- -accused Pavneet Singh
- Kochchar, whose anticipatory bail app 1cduon is also pcndmgj
ddjudl(.d[l()n wnh the present applic ation, all Lhe remaining ten
accused persons are dlrcddy on bail. lhe Lhalgjosheu has been
filed before .,the I.d. Trial Lomt and no ground has been made out
by the 10 to | seek fﬁrthbr '(fﬁstodial interrogation of the
applicant/ac (usod fhe orlgjmdl documents dated 30. O] 2025 and
04.02.2025 have dlrdey boen plac ed boforo the Hon’ble High
Court in WP (Crl) 5 )3/.2().2r and thC heen sem to the IS1 for
forensic andlysu dnd tho' osults of whlch are still awaited. The
_pcndoncy of such dl’ldly%ls (dnnot dt this stdgje be a ground to

| deny the dpphcdm/dccusod tho bonofﬂ of antlupdiory bail.

17, It has' fu'rther; bun s‘ubmiuj.od by the L.d. Counsel for the..
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applicant/acc’uéed that he is willing toz. abide by any c‘onditions' ‘
that this Court may impose, if the prosent dpphcdtlon is allowod

and he is gjrdntcd the benefit of antic 1pdtory bail.

18.  Per contra, it has been submitted by the 1, d -Addl PPfor
the Stdte duly assisted by the 10, that the (USLOdldl 11110rr0g,duon
of the dpphcdm/dcc used is nowssary at this stdgja dS the F'SI.
report is still awaited. A protest petition has been fllcd ;agaallnst‘.the. -
’ dropping of scctions from tho present c*aée I."‘-IR wh:::iéh»i.‘s‘ still
pending dd]udlcdtlon before the T.d. Irldl C ourt Ihoro are certain
other co- accusod persons who remain - dbscondmg and thelr :
apprehension . necessitates (:ustodla_l mterrogjam()n. of' the
apphcant/accuc;ed I astly, the. stolen arti(‘-lles 'B()Ok%‘ 'E)f la(‘(‘oun't'
and cash are yct to be recovered. In view of thc’ db()V(’ “the State

strongly opposos the present dpphc duon .

19. It has been further submitted by the L d Senior ( ounsd for
thL complainant that there was an 1r10rd1r1du delay of 1() ddys in
the registration of the present case IR, The carlier IQ is alleged
to have been hands'in glove _Witﬁ the-appﬁcant‘/accuscd and other
co-accused 'pizrs'()'ns? and-a shoddy investigati_on'was conducted in
~the matter. It is furthér submitted that _ihe e:farlie'r' IO wf()ngiy
interpreted the.decision of the Hon’ble A:fp.ex Court to; justify the
| dropping the z‘é'lc*-vam sections {rom t-'he‘:l prvsbnt (‘asd FIR.- The
protest petition in this regard is still pcnchng ddjudlc dtlon bcforc

the Hon’ble High ( ourt of Ddhl

20. It has been. submitted by the Id -}S,énior} Counfsel 'f:(jr" the
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| compldlndm that, 1f not fcr the suo motu intervention by the
Hon’ blo ng,h Court of Dolhl the present case IR would not

have been rogjlstored at all. In tho heart of the national capital, 30-

40 mdskcd men dllcg,odly Look the law into their own hands, and
| thc Ovcnls that - f()HOWCd were shockmg Tt is dHL{,Cd that the

dpph( dm/dccused hlI‘Ld these men to 111L;3d11y enter the- hotel,

'_..Whl(h st belng, legally Op(‘ldt[‘d by . the husbdnd of thc

compldmdm dnd commde the heinous offences in quesuon
The husbdnd of the. (ompldmam is the lessee and in legal
' possusmn of the hotol in quo&flon Alter an arbitration clause
was 1nvok;od ;:onc:crmng the said hotel, the I.d. Arbitral Tribunal
was C()nsﬁifut(id ahd continues to oversee the nmtter_,_‘ with the
husband df the corri_phinant duly depositing the rent before the

DIAC, as ber, the orders of the I.d. Sole Arbitrator, ,

21. It hds been further sﬁbmitted by the I.d. éczni()r Counsel for
the comphiﬁant- that, during the incident, more than 1000 files
aﬁdbooks of account pertaining to the hotel operated by the
husband ofi the complamdm were affected, and therefore,
custodial mwrrog,duon of thc apphcam/accuscd is necessary to

trace the same. -

22. In robuttdl it has beLn submmcd by the I d. Counsel for
the dpphcdm/dccusod thdt the pdrtpos thC a long, chequered
_hlstory of hug,dtmns dnd thv presem case IIR hds been
registered. pursudm to dn 111 mo‘uvated duempt on part of the
7 c“omplamant S. hugban'd t‘o’- usurp the apphc‘ant/acc‘used s hotel. It
hds been pomtod out Lhdt Lho (um‘nt 10 has for the first time, .

* State V. Kanwar]ect quh Kochhdr | IIR No. 95/2025 bS VK North . Bail Matter no, 397/2025

Poge No. .)/1.3



after more thdn 6 months of andan y of thL pI‘LSLH’L dppllLdUOH
.hds Stdttd in the reply that there has boen diversion of the sales
proceeds duectly into thL bank accounts of the 'apph( ant/accused
and their fake/purported ernployces. It is -s‘ubmltted that there is
‘no such allegation in the -Charges-heet, and this asserﬁion appears
.to have been tnade in the reply, so that the appliéani/accused is
not gran‘tod the beaniL of the anticipatory bail. I""uri‘hermore it
has bem noted that the alleged main mastermind of. tho offanco |
in quuuon as per the case of the prosu*utlon is dh‘(’ddy on bdl].
The financial transactions and related material are wczll within ;he
reach of the 10, and do not 'ndc’éSSitate dny -custodial
interrogation. The I'SL report will take its '.(.)v-vn tiiéne,- dnd thL '
mere pendency o-f'.the -repo'r't cannot 'Constitute:'a.\ gro.t_ji:hd-'to deny: )

the benefit of anticipatory bail to the applicaht/ac'cusegi.

23. Considéring the facts jandr c:fjrcu'fflstanc_c}.s,',()f the present
-~ case, the following points - dr( pertinent; I.;Tirstly the
applicant/accused has duly j oined théz investigaﬁon on 7 scparate
occasions, as andl when (‘allod bygi the 10. In thé éconsid‘ercd
opinion of this C ourt no ;,rounds huV(‘ bun made out for sceking
his Lustodxdl mLerogjduon There is no Il'l(‘l‘lt in the submlssmn of
the 10 ACP Ved Prakash that although tihe chargels.h(.:Ct has been
fiied'against'm'r_l co-accused Persons tho roﬁovant sbc‘tions are
under reviow ~and may, if necessary, bL m()dlflLd through a
supplemmtdry chdrgjeshu\t Secondly, the pruent dpphcdm)n :
must be dealt with respect 1o th(* offonc es spoc 1flcdlly dll(‘gjvd
against the applicant/acc usod The swcnd of deo(’los cannot be
hung around his no(k LLH otormty, m(’roly budusc Lho current 10
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s contemiplating:‘- a r’eViow of iho invo"k’ed sections or that 1n the
| "'future he | rndy fﬂo a supple mentary chargesheet.; Thirdly, The
IO has not issued any notice to the applicant/accused to join the
mv(tstlgau’on since the last day of his joining the
| inve’stigaﬁoh/appcvaran'co Le 25.05.2025. The fact that the current
10 has been recently dopu ed tothe pl esent case dl’ld any dHeg,od
ldxny on pdrt of the provmus IO should not be hold against hnn
is also devoid of any mc_nt. ; Fourthly, the FIR in question was
registered over 7 monthsf'ago and despite the applicant/accused
- joining the anLSU;’dllon on more, that hdlf a dozen occasions, the
Investigating Ag,onc y has. not been dbk‘ to ud( e the alleged stolen
articles, ; I*gfthly, .the_ p(znci(‘l &)Y of th(‘ I'S1L report, cannot
constitute aground 'ﬂ)r _cfru"Stodml 1111’01‘1‘()gauon.' The " original
documents have alroady' ib(”on placed before the Hon’ble High
Court” of I)Llhl and Lho qusuonodl docufnonts along with the
ddrnlued u;;mturcs/hdndwnung, sdmples ‘have bLen duly sent 1o
the FSI. lhorefore thorc is no further rcqmrcmem for the
- custody of thL dpphcam/d(‘cusod in relation to the matter at hand

-and; Laslly, tho mveshg,ahon s dh‘Cddy u)mplote and the
' chargeshcet' qua the ¢o-accused p(zrsons with ‘respect to the
alleged m( ident i dlreddy filed. The mere fact that the
' (ompldlndm has fﬂ(’d d protost pouuon Whl(_h is still is pending

adjud1c3_~at1(gn,. or that the 10 is/may conduct a  further

illvestiga-tii()n and may f‘ilv supplvm(;'m'ary chargesheet cannot be a

g,round to deny thv'benefn of the present dnuc 1pdto1y to the

dpphLdHt/d( cused..

24. . Therefore, in view ‘of the above, the present anticipatory
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bdll dpphedtmn of the dppllCdIlt/dLC’uSEd Kanereet Smgh‘

Kochhar is hereby dllowed dnd the 1nter1m protection :

granted to the appheant/aecused v1de order ddted 22 03. 2025

which was subsequently extended from ume 10 ume, is

hereby made absolute. lhe dpphedm/decused is ‘directed to

continue joining the inquiry/investigation and in the event of

his arrest, the following directions sﬁall.be fullowed_z -

i) In the event of arrest of the applicant/accused, he
shall be released on’ bail. [he amount o/ bail bond
shall be Rs. 1,00,000/- w1th; two local sureties in like

amount (o the satisfaction of the concerned 10/SIIO.

ii) The applicant/accused shall - cooperate in the
inqujiry/investigation at every stage, and shall make

himself available for interrogation by the police as

" _and when required.

iii) The applicant /accused shall providei Ihis latest

address to Lhe 10 /SIIO con(erned and m zhe event of
change of address, he shall ensure: Lhaz he pmwdes his

/resh/l_a,z‘es.z' ', czddress, to  I0/SHO ;C()ncerned-' :

immediately.

v). Ihe applzcam/accused shall not leave Indza-

without prior permr.s.szon;o/ the. concerned Ld. 1rial

Court.
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V). Ihe appllcam/accused shall - not directly or
| mdzrectly make any mducemem threat or promise 10
' "'_cmy person acquamted w1£h the facls of the case so as

to - dlssuade lherr from disclosing such facts to the

cou.rl or to. _any po ice officer.”

25. Sub}(‘ct to the db()V(‘ conditions, the dnuclpdt(ny bdll
dpph( duon filed under.sectlon 482 BNSS,. 2023 on behalf of

dpphcant/du used Kanwar]eet Smgh Kochhar stands allowed

‘and dlsposod of.

- 26. It 1s noodloss to; de that nothing stated hewm shall be

const .rucd as an oplmon-._or expression on the merits of h(* casc.
27.  Copy of this order be given dasti to the partics.
28.  'The application stands disposed of accordingly.

. (ATUL AHLAWAT)
ASJ/SPECIAL JUDGE (NDPS)/
PHC/NEW DELHI/27.09.2025
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