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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+ CRL.A. 1344/2011
MADANSINGH .. Appellant
Through:  Ms. Krishna Multani, Advocate.
Versus
STATEOF THENCT OF DELHI ... Respondent

Through:  Mr. Mukesh Kumar, APP for the State
along with Mr. Naveen, Mr. Siddharth
Goya and Mr. Arsdan Naik,
Advocates with Sl Sonia, PS Defence

Colony.
CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJNEESH KUMAR GUPTA
ORDER
% 27.11.2025

1.  Thishearing has been done through hybrid mode.

2.  Learned APP for the State on instruction of the Investigation Officer
submits that the Prosecutrix has not been found residing at the given address.
3. Accordingly, Ms. Astha, Id. Panel Counsel (DHCLSC), is appointed to
argue the matter on behalf of the Prosecutrix and she be intimated
accordingly.

4. Written submission has not been filed by the Appellant.

5. Learned counsel for the Appellant seeks some more time to file the
written submission.

6.  Let the same be filed before the next date of hearing, with an advance
copy to the opposite counsdl.

7. Liston 09" February, 2026.

RAJIJNEESH KUMAR GUPTA, J
NOVEMBER 27, 2025/v/isk
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