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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 

+  CRL.M.C. 691/2015 

 PROF. P. PARDHA SARATHI    .....Petitioner 
    Through: 
 
    versus 
 
 STATE ( GOVT OF NCT OF DELHI) & ORS .....Respondents  

Through: Mr. Ritesh Kumar Bahri, APP for 
State with Mr. Lalit Luthra, 
Advocate. 

 
 CORAM: 
 HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE TUSHAR RAO GEDELA 

    O R D E R 
%    15.04.2025 
 
1. The matter has been called out. None appears for the petitioner.  

2. On a perusal of the records with the assistance of Mr. Bahri, it appears 

that the petitioner/complainant has laid the original complaint under Section 

200 of the Cr.P.C, 1973 against the private respondent nos. 2 and 3 under 

Section 403, 406, 410, 420, 425, 436, 463, 468 read with Section 120-B of 

IPC, 1860 and also under Section 63 and 70 of the Copyright Act, 1957.  

3. It appears that the petitioner is aggrieved by the order passed by the 

learned Trial Court qua respondent no.2, who appears to have been accused 

no.1 before the learned Trial Court, granting regular bail under Section 437 

of the Cr.P.C, 1973. 

4. It appears that the petitioner had also objected and moved an 

application under Section 209 Cr.P.C seeking committal of the case to the 
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Court of Session predicated on the ground that one of the offences under 

Section 436 IPC is cognizable/non-bailable/non-compundable and is 

Sessions triable. 

5. The petitioner also appears to have objected to the maintainability of 

the bail application, being hit by Section 437 (1) (i) of the Cr.P.C. 

6. Keeping in view the vintage of the order under challenge, as also that 

the challenge was against an order granting regular bail, it is quite plausible 

that the trial may have proceeded further and may have also been concluded. 

The concerned IO may file a status report within a period of four weeks with 

respect to the status of the trial as on date. 

7. Upon consideration of the material on record and after placing of the 

status report on record, appropriate orders may be passed by this Court. 

8. Let the matter remain on the Regular Board. 

9. LCR be requisitioned in the meanwhile. 

  

 
TUSHAR RAO GEDELA, J 

APRIL 15, 2025 
yrj 
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