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Subject: Minutes of Sentence Review Board meeting held on 23.12.2025.
SirfMa’am,

With reference to the subject cited above, please find enclosed herewith the
Minutes of the Sentence Review Board meeting held on 23.12.2025 under the

Chairmanship of the Hon'ble Minister (Home), GNCT of Delhi.

It is requested that the same may kindly be uploaded at the designated

section of the official website of Delhi Prisons at the earliest, for information and

reference of the public at large.
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Minmutes of Board meeting held on 23 December, 2023

Minutes of h der the Chairmansh

A meeting of the Sentence Review Board (hereinafter referred as Board) was

held on 23" December, 2025 at Delhi Secretariat, New Delhi under the Chairmanship
of Hon'ble Home Minister, Govt. of NCT of Delhi. List of participants is aitached as
Annexure-1 (Page No, 88),

2.

%

In pursuance of Meeting Notice No. F.18/97/2025/H(G)Prisons/3938-42 dated
22.12.2025, the agenda comprising 184 cases (including 26 cases placed pursuant
to the directions of the Hon'ble Courts, 115 fresh eligible cases, 39 carlier
rejected cases, and (M mercy petition cases under Article 72 of the Constitution of
Indin} was placed before the Board. Owing to paucity of time, only 51 cases were
considered by the Board, and it was decided that the remaining cases would be
taken up for consideration in the next meeting of the Sentence Review Board,

The Board was informed about the following:-

(i) Remission rules/policies with respect to premature release of a convict vide
order duted 16.07.2004 issued by Govt. of NCT of Delhi, Delhi Prison Rules,
2018 and the operative part of judgment in State of Haryana Vs, Jagdish (2010) 4
SS8C 216, holding that remission policy existing on the date of conviction will
apply 1o & convicl.

(i) Section 435 Cr.P.C. provides that the State Govi. exercising the powers u/s
432 and 433 Cr.P.C. while remitting a sentence has to act after consultation with
Central Government in cerain cases eg. cases investigated by central
agency/Delhi Special Police establishment, crime/offence committed by a person
in the service of central government while acting or purporting to act in discharge
of his official duties etc.

(iif) Case (5) to be dealt with under Article 72 of the Constitution of India.

(iv) Actual custody period undergone by the convict & also expined portion of
sentence along-with the remission eamed by the convict. f
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(v) Recommendations of the Board for premature release of the convicts shall be
placed before the Competent Authority i.e. Hon'ble Lieutenant Governor, Govt.
of National Capital Territory of Delhi for his approval.

The Board considered and examined the cases for premature release of convicts

based upon the orders/guidelines issued by the Government on the date of

conviction and also in the light of the principles laid down by the Hon'ble

Supreme Court of India in case titled Laxman Naskar Vs. State of West Bengal

(2000) 7 SSC 626. The following key factors were also considered while deciding

the case of a convict for premature release:

(i) Juil conduet of the convict;

(i) Propensity and Probability of committing crime again by the convict;

(iii) Possibility of reclaiming the convict as a useful member of the society;

(iv) The socio-economic condition of the convict's family and the opposition, if
any, of the family members to the release of the convict.

(v) The perspective of the victim, if any, including opposition from the victim's
family; &

(vi) Whether the offence affects the society sl large eic.

The Board underlined the facts that there is need for siriking a balance between
retributive and reformative justice, There is per s¢ no mandate under the law to
release a life convict merely because he has completed the minimum prescribed
sentence for consideration of his case by the Board. The effect of the premature
relense of convict, both on society and on the convict is the key material to be
considered while deciding his premature release. Hence, the report of probation
officer is also crucial for decision making & so is the repont of police.

Agenda of each case was submitted by the DG (Prisons) consisting of reports
from Police, Probation/District Probation Officer of Social Welfare Departments,
Psychological Assessment Reports submitted by FSL, Rohini, Medical/Health
status report, comprehensive note/case briefoffence detils, checklist as
approved by the Hon'ble High Counl of Delhi in case of Vijay Kumar Shukla Vs.
State NCT of Delhi & Anr., other guidelinesfudgment issued in the matier of
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Minutes of Board meeting held on 23™ December, 2025

Santosh Kumar Singh Vs. State (NCT of Delhi), status of co-accused, conduct in
prison etc. The agenda placed before the Board in the meeting.

7. Factors like conduct of the prisoner during confinement, the circumstances under
which the crime was committed, nature and gravity of crime and its bearing on
the sense of security and safety as may be perceived by the society, perversity
and brutality of the offence committed by the conviet, exceptional violence in the
crime, criminal history of the convict, apprehension expressed by his‘her family
members, age of the convict and possibility of committing crime again if released
elc., were accordingly considered by the Board.

8. Accordingly, 51 cases were considered and discussed at length by the Board in
detail. Recommendation of the Board on each case is given as under:

(i)  Background:
This case has been considered in compliance to the order dated 29.10.2025, passed by
the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi, in W. P. (Crl.) No. 3502/2025.

(i)  Eligibility conditions:

|4 years of actual imprisonment i.e. without remission. This case has been considered
under the policy/order dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Gowvt. of NCT of Delhi i.e.
policy that was existing on the date of conviction.

(i) Sentence details;

Dal Chand S/o Sh. Hari Singh is undergoing life imprisonment in case FIR No.
17972011, U/S 364-A/120-B/34 IPC, P.S. Adarsh Nagar, Delhi for kidnapping 06 years
old minor boy for ransom.

(iv)  Deliberation:

As on 05.11.2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for & period of 14 years, 02

months, and 07 days in acrual custody and 18 years, 04 months, and 01 day including
remission. During the course of his incarceration, the convict has availed parole on 03

occasions, emergency parole on 02 occasions, and furlough on 07 occasions.
’T"‘A/x W/ %‘/
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As per jail records, the convict was found to be involved in a fresh criminal case
registered as FIR No. 256/2021 under Sections 363/376/323 IPC at Police Station
Firozabad, Uttar Pradesh, pursuant to which he was lodged in District Jail, Firozabad,
Uttar Pradesh on 11,01.2022. The said case pertains to the period when the convict was
released on emergency parole for a period of 90 days from 16.05.2021 to 14.08.2021,
granted by the Government of NCT of Delhi, which was subsequently extended from
time to time and lastly up to 06.04,2023, However, the convict has since been acquitted
in the said case on 21.07.2025.

As per the police report dated 08.12.2025, the premature release of the convict has
been strongly opposed, keeping in view the convict's previous conduct and
antecedents. Likewise, the hometown police report dated 29.09.2025 has also not
recommended the premature release of the conviet, citing his propensity 1o reoffend
and the likelihood of his involvement in criminal activities in the future.

Further, during the course of deliberations, the Chiel Probation Officer also did not
recommend the premature release of the convict.

In the present case, the convict was involved in the kidnapping of a six (06) year old
minor bay for ransom with the assistance of co-inmates, which clearly establishes the
serious, heinous, and grave nature of the offence. The manner of commission of the
offence reflects a high degree of premeditation, planning. and criminal collaboration,
Such an offence cannot be considered for leniency, particularly in view of the larger
interest of society. While examining cases for premature release, the Board is required
1o balance the interests of the convict with the societal impact and public safety, and
the latter cannot be overlooked or compromised.

{(v)  Recommendations:

In view of the manner of commission of the offence involving a high degree of
premeditation. planning and collaboration. the number of co-accused, and the present
age of the convict, the Board is of the considered opinion that the possibility of
recidivism cannot be ruled out at this stage. On an overall assessment of the societal
impact of the offence, the likelihood of repetition, the extent of reformation achieved,
and whether any useful purpose would be served by further incarceration, the Board
finds the case not fit for premature release.
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Therefore, the Board unanimously decided to REJECT the case for premature release
of convict Dal Chand S/o Sh. Hari Singh, at this stage.

l'.__'_;" X

(i)  Background;
This case has been considered in compliance 1o the order dated 17.10.2025, passed by
the Hon'ble High Court of Dethi, in W. P, {Crl.) No. 1712/2025.

(i)  Eligibility conditions:

14 years of actual imprisonment i.e. without remission, This case has been considered
under the policy/order dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Govi. of NCT of Delhi ie.
policy that was existing on the date of conviction.

(iii) ~Sentence details;

Dalip Singh $/o Sh. Bahadur Singh is undergoing life imprisonment in case FIR No.
7772001, U/S 302/307/392/120-B/34 IPC, .S, New Ashok Nagar, Delhi for robbing &
murdering a cab driver.

(iv)  Deliberation:

As on 31,10,2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for a period of 16 years, 11
months, and 23 days in actual custody and 20 years, 06 months. and 08 days including
remission. During the course of his incarceration, he has availed parole on (2
pecasions and furlough on 05 occasions.

The Board carefully examined and assessed the overall jail conduct of the convict
during the period of incarceration, including discipline and behaviour. It further
evaluated the propensity and likelihood of the convict committing offences again upon
release, as well as the possibility of his reformation, rehabilitation, and reintegration as
a law-abiding and useful member of society.

The Board also took into consideration the socio-sconomic condition of the convict's
family, the nature and gravity of the offence and its impact on society at large, the age
of the convict, and the potential risk to public safety. In addition, due weight was given

(w4 B
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luh“mmwmmmiﬂdﬁmﬂuhﬁmmhmﬁﬁmmmm
Welfare Department.

After taking into account all relevant facts, materials, and circumstances of the case in
their entirety, the Board amrived at its decision.

(v) Recommendations:

After detailed deliberation and comprehensive discussion on all relevant aspects, as
recorded above, the Board unanimously decided to RECOMMEND the case for
premature release of convict Dalip Siegh S/o Sh. Bahadur Singh, subject to the

following conditions, which shall be strictly complied with by the convict:

1. The convict shall not enter the NCT of Delthi for a period of one year from the
date of his release from juil, except with prior intimation to the concemed police
authorities for cogent reasons.

2. mcmvictﬁuuremmthﬁsﬂﬂufhismﬂwhﬁmsiﬂ&mﬁﬁngm first
week of every month for a period of one year from the date of his release from

(i)  Backeround:
This case has been considéred in compliance to the order dated 03,11.2025, passed by
the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi, in W.P.(Crl.) No. 2773/2025.

Gy Eligibili fitions:
14 years of actual imprisonment i.e. without remission. This case has been considered
under the policylorder dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Govt. of NCT of Delhi i.e.
policy that was existing on the date of conviction.

(i) Semtence details;

Irfan Badshah $/0 Sh. Abdul Jabbar is undergoing life imprisonment in case FIR No.
161/2008, L/S 302/323/34 IPC, P.S. Amar Colony, I}tliﬁlf-nrr committing murder of a
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(iv) Deliberation;

As on 05.11.2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for a period of 17 years. 04
rn-l:nﬂu.andﬂﬁyshmuﬂﬂmudrndiﬂymﬂ?mmﬂﬁ.ardﬂﬁysimlming
remission. During the course of his incarceration, he has availed parole on 03
occasions, emergency parole on 02 times and furlough on 10 occasions.

The Board carefully examined and assessed the overall jul conduct of the convict
during the period of incarceration, including discipline and behaviour. Tt further
evaluated the propensity and likelihood of the convict committing offences again upon
release, as well as the possibility of his reformation, rehabilitation, and reintegration as
a law-abiding and useful member of society.

The Board also took into consideration the socio-economic condition of the convict’s
family, the nature and gravity of the offence and its impact on society al large, the age
of the convict, and the potential risk to public safety. In addition, due weight was given
to the latest @mmmmumdvdﬁmmu Police authorities and the Social

Welfare Department.

After taking into sccount all relevant facts, materials, and circumstances of the case in
their entirety, the Board arrived at its decision.

(v)  Recommendations:

After detailed deliberation and comprehensive discussion on all relevant aspects, as
recorded above, the Board unanimously decided to RECOMMEND the case for
premature release of convict Irfan Badshah S/e Sh. Abdul Jabbar, subject to the
following conditions, which shall be strictly complied with by the convict:

I. The convict shall not enter the National Capital Territory of Delhi, except for
cogent and compelling reasons, and only with prior intimation to concerned
pﬂimnuﬂmﬁﬁufmapuindufmywﬁumﬂwdnuufhiawlm.

2. The convict shall report to the SHO of his native Police Station during the first
week of every month for a period of one (01) year from the date of his release.

o o B
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(i)  Backeround:
This case has been considered in compliance to the order dated 27.10.2025, passed by
the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi, in W. P. (Crl.) No. 3469/2025,

(i}  Eligibility conditions:

14 years of actual imprisonment i.¢. without remission, This case has been considered
under the policy/order dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Govt. of NCT of Delhi i.e.
policy that was existing on the date of conviction.

(iii) Sentence details:

Chidi Onyeaghala $/0 Sh. Richard Onyeaghala is undergoing life imprisonment in case
FIR No. 29172011, U/S 302/392/34 1PC, P.S. Tilask Nagar, Delhi for committing
murder of a person/shopkeeper during robbery .

(iv) Deliberation:

As on 30.09.2025, the conviet has undergone imprisonment for a period of 14 years
and 25 days in actual custody and |4 years, 07 months, and 20 days including

remission.

The Board carefully examined and sssessed the averall juil conduct of the convict
during the period of incarceration, including discipline and behaviour. It further
evaluated the propensity and likelihood of the convict committing offences again upon
release, as well as the possibility of his reformation, rehabilitation, and reintegration as
a law-abiding and useful member of society.

The Board also took into consideration the socio-economic condition of the convict's
family, the nature and gravity of the offence and its impact on society at large, the age
of the convict, and the potential risk to public safety. In addition, due weight was given
to the latest reports and assessments received from the Police autharities and the Social
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After taking into account all relevant facts, materials, and circumstances of the case in
their entirety, the Board arrived at its decision.

(v)  Recommendations:

After detailed deliberation and comprehensive discussion on all relevant aspects, as
mwdﬁdahwz,ﬂﬂﬁmﬂuunimmlf&midadmwmtwh
premature release of convict Chidi Onyeaghala S/o Sh. Richard Onyeaghala with
direction that the convict shall be :Itp__ir_r;__ed to his mative counmtry (Nation)

——— cmm—

immediately upon his release, in accordance with law and the applicable procedure.

(i)  Background:
This case has been considered in compliance to the order dated 13.10.2025, passed by
the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi, in W. P. (Crl.) No. 2253/2025.

(i)  Eligibility conditions:

14 years of actual imprisonment i.e. without remission. This case has been considered
under the policy/order dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Govt. of NCT of Delhi ie.
policy that was existing on the date of conviction.

(iii) Sentence detuils:
Mnhitﬂhdmﬂhﬁhﬂn&hﬂhmhan_hmdugaimﬁfchnpﬁmmlﬂﬂinﬁmﬂl
No. 16572011, U/S 30234 IPC & 27 Arms Act, P.S. Vasant Vihar, Delhi for

committing murder of & person by bullet shots.

(iv) Deliberation;

As o 20.10.2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for a period of 14 years, 04
months, and 12 days in actual custody and 17 years, and 01 months including
remission. During the course of his incarceration, he has availed furlough on 07

OCCASIONS.

The Board carefully examined and assessed the overall jail conduct of the convict
during the period of incarceration. including discipline and behaviour, It further
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evaluated the propensity and likefihood of the convict committing offences again upan
release, as well as the possibility of his reformation, rehabilitation, and reintegration as
# law-abiding and useful member of society.

The Board also took into consideration the socio-economic condition of the convict's
family, the nature and gravity of the offence and its impact on society at large, the age
of the convict, and the potential risk to public safety. In addition, due weight was given
to the latest reports and assessments received from the Police authorities and the Social
Welfare Department.

Afier taking into account all relevant facts, materials, and circumsiances of the case in
their entirety, the Board arrived at its decision.

(v} Recommendations:

After detailed deliberation and comprehensive discussion on all relevant aspects, as
recorded above, the Board unanimously decided to RECOMMEND the case for
premature release of convict Mohit Chauhan S/o Sh. Satish Chauhan, subject to the
following conditions, which shall be strictly complied with by the convict:

I. The convict shall not enter the National Capital Territory of Delhi, except for
cogent and compelling reasons, and only with prior intimation to concemed
police authorities for & period of one year from the date of his release.

2. The convict shall report to the SHO of his native Police Station during the first
week of every month for & period of one (01) year from the date of his release.

(i)  Background:

This case has been considered in compliance to the order dated 13.11.2025, passed by
the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi, in W. P. (Crl.) No, 3721/2023.

’VYA/ <\+ N, _f_. %

—

Page 10 of B8



Minutes of Board meering held on 23 December, 2023

)  Bligibils oo,
14 years of actual imprisonment i.¢. without remission. This case has been considered
under the policyforder dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Govt. of NCT of Delhi ie.
policy that was existing on the date of conviction.

(iii) Sentence details:

Purun Singh @ Vipin 5/o Sh. Raghuraj Singh is undergoing life imprisonment in case
FIR No. 5692000, U/S 364-A/34 IPC, P.5. Preel Vihar, Delhi for Kidnapping & 16
years boy for ransom.

(iv) Deliberation:

As on 116.11.2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for a period of 14 years,
and 15 days in actual custody and 18 years, 03 months, and 23 days including
remission, During the course of his incarceration, the convict has availed parole on 10
oecasions, emergency parole on 01 occasion, and furlough on 22 occasions,

As per jail records, the convict was found involved in a fresh criminal case registered
as FIR Mo. 35042020 under Sections 307/34 [PC and 25/54/59 of the Arms Act al
Police Station Bhalswa Dairy, Delhi, pursuant to which he was re-arrested and lodged
in jail on 06.06.2020. The said offence was committed during the period when the
convict was released on emergency parole from 31.03.2020 to 22.07.2020 due to
COVID, as granted by the Government of NCT of Delhi.

As per the police report dated 08.08.2025, the premature release of the convict has
been strongly opposed on the ground that he may pose a threat to the locality as well as
to the victim and witnesses, The report further emphasizes his involvement and
subsequent re-arrest in a fresh criminal case.
Similarly, during the course of deliberations, the Chief Probation Officer also did not
support the premature release of the canvict.

In the present case, the convict was involved in the kidnapping of a sixieen (16) year
old boy for ransom of Rs. 35 Lakh with the assistance of co-inmates, which clearly
establishes the serious, heinous, and grave nature of the offence. The manner of
commission of the offence reflects a high degree of premeditation, planning, and
criminal collaboration. Such an offénce cannot be considered for leniency, particularly
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in view of the larger interest of society. While examining cases for premature release,
the Board is required to balance the interests of the convict with the societal impact and
public safety, and the latter cannot be overlooked or compromised.

(v) Recommendations:

The Board examined in detail the monner in which the crime was committed, which
reflects a high degree of premeditation. The involvement of the convict in a fresh
criminal case while on emergency parole conclusively demonstrates the absence of any
reformative attitude on his part. The Board also took into account the age of the
mﬁﬁ.mummbunfwcmﬂmmmcﬁﬂmnﬂmurmmhubm
dnnhrndu?mclﬂmﬁdﬂffendcrf?,ﬂ.].lnﬁwnfdmci:mn'nslmm.ﬂwﬂ-ﬂdhnf
{he considered view that there exists a clear and present likelihood of re-offending, and
mepmpmil}rufﬂumﬂctmmmhu'imugﬂnumhnundMMﬂﬁ:w.

Therefore, the Board unanimously decided to REJECT the case for premature release
of convict Puran Singh @ Vipin S/o Sh. Raghuraj Singh, at this stage.

This case has been considered in compliance to the order dated 18.11.2025, passed by
the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi, in W. P. (Crl.) No. 378572025,

(i)  Eligibility conditions:

14 years of actual imprisonment i.e. without remission, This case has been considered
under the policy/order dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Govt. of NCT of Delhi ie.
policy that was existing on the date of conviction.

(iii) Senfence details;

Rohtash Singh $/o Sh. Ram Swaroop is undergoing life imprisonment in case FIR No.
14/1998, U/S 302/34 IPC, P.S. S.P. Badli, Dethi for committing murder of a person
(uncle) on some old issues,

(iv) Deliberation:

As on 22.11.2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for a period of 16 years, 01
months, and 09 days in actual custody and 20 years, 03 months, and 02 days including

w0 w W
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remission, During the course of his incarveration, he has availed Interim Bail on 01
occasion, parole on 04 occasions, emergency parole on 02 occasions and furlough on
23 occasions. There is no adverse conduct reported during the periods of interim bal,
parole, and furlough availed by the convict.

The Board carefully examined and assessed the overall jail conduct of the convict
during the period of incarceration, including discipline and behaviour. It further
evaluated the propensity and likelihood of the convict committing offences again upon
release, us well as the possibility of his reformation, rehabilitation, and reintegration as
a law-abiding and useful member of society.

The Board also took into consideration the socio-economic condition of the convict's
family, the nature and gravity of the offence and its impact on society at large, the age
of the convict, and the potential risk to public safety. In addition, due weight was given
to the latest reports and assessments received from the Police authorities and the Social
Welfare Department.

After taking into account all relevant facts, materials, and circumstances of the case in
their entirety, the Board arrived at its decision.

(v) Recommendations:

After detailed deliberation and comprehensive discussion on all relevant aspects, as
recorded above, the Board unanimously decided 10 RECOMMEND the case for
premature release of convict Rohtash Singh S/o Sh. Ram Swarcep, subject to the

following gonditions, which shall be strictly complied with by the convict:

1. The convict shall report o the SHO of his native Police Station during the first
week of every month for a period of one year from the date of his release from jail,

(i)  Background:
This case has been considered in compliance 1o the order dated 13.10.2025, passed by

the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi, in W. P. (Crl.) No. 3076/2025.

/‘H)‘/Q I AR
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(i)  Elgibili Sia
14 years of actual imprisonment i.e. without remission. This case has been considered
under the policy/order dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Govt. of NCT of Delhi ie.
policy that was existing on the date of conviction.

(iii) Semence details:

Sanjeev Mahajan Sfo Sh, Sohan Lal is undergoing life imprisonment in case FIR No.
10472009, U/S 302 IPC & 27/54/59 Arms Act, P.S. Jahangir Puri, Delhi for committing
murder of a lady over money dispute.

(iv) Deliberation:

As on 07.10.2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for a period of 16 years,
and 04 days in actual custody and I8 years, 02 months, and 16 days including
remission, During the course of his incarceration, he has availed parole on 04
occasions and furlough on 13 occasions.

The Board carefully examined and assessed the overall jail conduct of the convict
during the period of incarceration, including discipline and bebaviour. It further
evaluated the propensity and likelihood of the convict committing offences again upon
release, as well as the possibility of his reformation, rehabilitation, and reintegration as
a law-abiding &nd useful member of society.

The Board also took into consideration the socio-economic condition of the coavict's
family, the nature and gravity of the offence and its impact on society ut large, the age
of the convict, and the potential risk to public safety. In addition, due weight was given
to the Jatest reports and assessments received from the Police authorities and the Social

Welfare Department.

After taking into account all relevant facts, materials, and circumstances of the case in
their entirety, the Board arrived at its decision.

L "
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(v] Recommendations:

After detailed deliberation and comprehensive discussion on all relevant aspects, as
recorded above. the Board unanimously decided to RECOMMEND the case for
premature release of convict Sanjeev Mahajan S/o Sh. Sohan Lal, subject to the
following conditions, which shall be strictly complied with by the convict:

I. The convict shall repoet to the SHO of his native Police Station during the first
week of every month for a period of one year from the date of his release from jail.

(i}  Background:
This case has been considered in compliance to the order dated 10.11.2025, passed by
the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi, in W. P. (Crl.) No. 3678/2025.

(ii) Eligibility conditions:

14 years of actual imprisonment i.e. without remission. This case has been considered
under the policy/order dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Govi. of NCT of Delhi ie.
policy that was existing on the date of conviction.

(i)  Sentence details;

Md. Shahid $/o Md. Mohid is undergoing life imprisonment in case FIR No. 7572009,
/S 302/120-B/201/34 IPC, P.S. Ashok Vihar, Delhi for committing murder of a
person (Husband of co-convict) by strangulation,

(iv)  Deliberation:

As on 16.11.2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for a period of 14 years, (0]
months, and 12 days in actual custody and 16 years, 11 months, and 26 days including
remission. During the course of his incarcerstion, he has availed parole on (4
occasions, emergency parole on 01 occasion and furlough on 07 occasions,

The Board carefully examined and assessed the overall jail conduct of the convict
during the period of incarceration, including discipline and behaviour. It further
and likelihood of the convict committing offences again upon
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release, as well as the possibility of his reformation, rehabilitation, and reintegration as
a law-abiding and useful member of society.

The Board also took into consideration the socio-economic condition of the convict's
family, the nature and gravity of the offence and its impact on society at large, the age
of the convict, and the potential risk to public safety. In addition, due weight was given
to the latest reports and assessments received from the Police authorities and the Social
Welfare Department.

After taking into account all relevant facts, materials, and circumstances of the case in
their entirety, the Board amrived at its decision.

(v) Recommendations:

After detailed deliberation snd comprehensive discussion on all relevant aspects, as
recorded above, the Board unanimously decided to RECOMMEND the case for
premature release of convict Md. Shahid S/o Md. Mohid, subject to the following
conditions, which shall be strictly complied with by the convict:

I. The convict shall not enter the NCT of Dethi for a period of one year from the date
of his release from jail, except with prior intimation to the concerned police
authorities for cogent reasons.

2. The convict shall report to the SHO of his native Police Station during the first
week of every month for a period of one year from the date of his release from jail.

(i)  Background:
This case has been considered in compliance to the order dated 13.11.2025, passed by
the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi, in W. P. (Crl.) No. 2551/2025,

(i)  Eligibility conditions:

14 years of actual imprisonment i.e. without remission, This case has been considered
under the policy/order dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Govi of NCT of Delhi ie.
policy that was existing on the date of conviction.

wq oKs 8

Page 16 of B8



(i) Sentence details;

Somnath (@ Putli §/o Sh. Bhikari Lal is undergoing life imprisonment in case FIR No,
44272008, 11/8 302734 IPC, P.S. Welcome, Delhi for committing murder of a person
during quarrel by knife blows.

(iv) Deliberation:

As on 27.11.2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for a period of 15 years, 06
months, and 26 days in actual custody and 19 years, 09 months, and 25 days including
remission. During the course of his incarceration, he has availed interim bail on 02
occasion, parole on 04 occasions, emergency parole on 02 occasions and furlough on

19 oocasions.

The Board carcfully examined and sssessed the overall jail conduct of the convict
during the period of incarceration, including discipline and behaviour. It further
evaluated the propensity and likelibood of the convict committing offences again upon
release, as well as the possibility of his reformation, rehabilitation, and reintegration os
a law-abiding and useful member of society.

The Board also took into consideration the socio-economic condition of the convict’s
family, the nature and gravity of the offence and its impact on society at large, the age
of the convict, and the potential risk to public safety. In addition, due weight was given
to the latest reports and assessments received from the Police authorities and the Social

Welfare Department.

After taking into account all relevant facts, materials, and circumstances of the case in
their entirety, the Board arrived at its decision.

(v) Recommendations:

After detailed deliberation and comprehensive discussion on all relevant aspects, as
recorded above, the Board unanimously decided to RECOMMEND the case for
premature release of convict Somnath @ Putli Sfo Sh. Bhikari Lal, subject to the
following conditions, which shall be strictly complied with by the conviet:
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|. The convict shall report to the SHO of his native Police Station during the first
week of every month for a period of one year from the date of his release from jail.

(iy  Background:
This case has been considered in compliance to the order dated 28.10.2025, passed by
the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi, in W. P. (Crl.) No, 314372023,

(i)  Eligibility copditions:

14 years of actual imprisonment i.e. without remission. This case has been considered
under the policyforder dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Govt. of NCT of Delhi ie.
policy that was existing on the date of conviction.

{iii) Sentence details:
Subhash Chander 5/o Sh. Hari Chand is undergoing life imprisonment in case FIR No.

1752001, L/S 364-A7307/343/120-B/353/34 IPC & 27 Arms Act, P.S. New Ashok
Naugar, Delhi for kidnapping of a person lor ransom.

(vl Deliberation:

As on 04.11.2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for a period of 16 years, 05
months, and 13 days in actual custody and 19 years, 07 months, and 13 days including
remission. During the course of his incarceration, he has availed interim buil on 03
occasions, parole on 035 occasions, emergency parole on 02 occasions and furlough on
15 occasions.

The Board carefully examined and assessed the overall jail conduct of the convict
during the period of incarceration, including discipline and behaviour. It further
evaluated the propensity and likelihood of the convict committing offences ngain upon
release, as well as the possibility of his reformation, rehabilitation, and reintegration as
a law-abiding and useful member of society.

The Board also took into consideration the socio-economic condition of the convict's
family, the nature and gravity of the offence and its impact on society at large, the age
of the convict, and the potential risk to public safety, In addition, due weight was given

w4 L)
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to the latest reports and assessments received from the Police authorities and the Social
Welfare Department.

After taking into account all relevant facts, materials, and circumstances of the case in
their entirety, the Board arrived at its decision.

(v)  Recommendations:

After detailed deliberation and comprehensive discussion on all relevant aspects, as
recorded above, the Board unanimously decided to RECOMMEND the case for
premature release of convict Subhash Chander S/o Sh. Hari Chand, subject to the
following conditions, which shall be strictly complied with by the convict:

1. The convict shall report to the SHO of his native Police Station during the first
week of every month for a period of one year from the date of his release from jail.

Item No. 12:

(i) Background;
This casc has been considered in compliance to the order dated 03.11.2025, passed by
the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India, in S.L.P. (Crl.) No. 26128/2025.

() Eligibilit ftiogs:
14 years of actual imprisonment i.e. without remission. This case has been considered
under the policy/order dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Govt. of NCT of Delli i
policy that was existing on the date of conviction.

(iiiy  Sentence details:

Vinod @ Vinoda (@ Bole S/o Sh, Kamla Prasad @ Kamta Yadav is undergping life
imprisonment in case FIR No. 39372007, U/S 364-A/368/344/347/120-B/34 IPC, P.S.
New Ashok Nagar, Delhi for kidnapping of two persons for ransom.

(iv) Deliberation:

As on 30.09.2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for a period of 16 years, 08
months, and dnyummull custody and 20 years including remission. During the

L2
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course of his incarceration, he has availed parole on 05 occasions, emergency parole on
02 occasions and furlough on 07 occasions.

The Board carefully examined and assessed the overall jail conduct of the convicl
during the period of incarceration, including discipline and behaviour. It further
evaluated the propensity and likelihood of the convict committing offences again upon
release, as well as the possibility of his reformation, rehsbilitation, and reintegration as
a law-sbiding and useful member of society.

The Board also took into consideration the socio-economic condition of the convict's
family, the nature and gravity of the offence and its impact on society at large, the age
of the convict, and the potential risk to public safety. In addition, due weight was given
to the latest reports and assessments received from the Police authorities and the Social
Welfare Department.

After taking into account all relevant facts, marerials, and circumstances of the case in
their entirety, the Board amrived at its decision.

(v} Recommendations:

After detailed deliberation and comprehensive discussion on all relevant aspects, as
recorded above, the Board unanimously decided o RECOMMEND the case for
premature release of convict Vined @ Vinoda @ Bole S/o Sh. Kamta Prasad @
Kamta Yadav, subject to the following conditions, which shall be strictly complied
with by the convict:

1. The convict shall not enter the NCT of Delhi for a period of one year from the date
of his release from jail, except with prior intimation to the concemed police
authorities for cogent reasons,

2. The coovict shall repott to the SHO of his native Police Station during the first
week of every month for a period of one year from the date of his release from jail.

N‘*\’VQ h_ .
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(i) Background:
This case has been considered in compliance to the order dated 30.10.2025, passed by
the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi, in W. P, (Crl.) No. 3513/2023.

(i)  Eligibility conditions:

14 years of actual imprisonment i.e. without remission, This case has been considered
under rule 1251 of Delhi Prison Rules 2018 i.e. policy that was existing on the date of
conviction.

(iii)  Sentence details:

Usman Khan @ Bunty 8/o Sh, Shahbuddin Khan is undergoing life imprisonment in
case FIR No. 256/2010, U/S 302/363/364-A/201/120-B/34 IPC, P.S. Vikas Puri, Delhi
for kidnapping & murdering of a person for ransom.

(iv) Deliberation;

As on 07.11.2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for a period of 14 years, 11
months, and 26 days in actual custody and 16 years, 09 months, and 04 days including
remission. During the course of his incarceration, the convict has availed furlough on

06 occasions.

As per the police report dated 14.05.2023, the premature release of the convict has
been strongly opposed on the grounds of his demonstrated propensity to re-offend and
the likelihood of his re-engagement in criminal activities upon release, Similarly, the
hometown police, vide report dated 25.10.2024, has categorically opposed the
premiture release of the convict. Further, the Probation Officer, vide report dated
02.07.20235, has expressly not recommended the premature release of the convict.

In the present case, the convict was involved in the kidnapping of an engineering
student—who was & friend of a co-convict—for ransom, with the active assistance of
co-inmates, The offence squarely demonstrates a serious breach of trust and 15 grave,
heinous, and reprebensible in nature. The manner of commission unmistakably reflects

a high ;:imﬂ of premeditation, meticulous planning, and organized criminal
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collaboration. Such conduct strikes at the very core of public safety and societal order
and does not warrant any indulgence or leniency.

While considering cases for premature release, the Board is duty-bound to accord
primacy to the interests of society and public safety over individual considerations. In
view of the nature of the offence, the adverse reports of all concerned authorities, and
the attendant risk to the community, the premature release of the convict would be
wholly unjustified and against the Jurger public interest.

(v)  Recommendations:

In view of the manner of commission of the offence involving a high degree of
premeditation, planning and collaboration, the number of co-sccused, and the present
age of the convict, the Board is of the considered opinion that the possibility of
recidivism cannot be ruled out at this stage. On an overall assessment of the societal
impact of the offence, the likelihood of repetition, the extent of reformation achieved,
and whether any useful purpose would be served by further incarceration, the Board
finds the case not fit for premature release.

Therefore, the Board unanimousty decided to REJECT the case for premature release
of convict Usman Khan @ Bunty S/o Sh. Shabbuddin Khan, at this stage.

()  Background:
This case has been considered in compliance to the order dated 29.10.2025, passed by
the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi, in W, P, (Crl.) No. 1952/2025.

(i)  Eligibility conditions:

Only after undergoing imprisonment for 20 years including remission. This case has
been considered under the policy/order dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Govt. of NCT
of Delhi i.e. policy that was existing on the date of conviction,

(iii) Sentence details;

Babu Lal /o $h. Param Lal is undergoing life imprisonment in case FIR No. 88/2005,
/s 302/364 IPC, P.S. Model Town, Delhi for Kidnapping & murder of a 11 years

R
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(iv) Deliberation:
As on 30.09.2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for & period of 19 years, 06
months, and 21 days in actual custody and 24 years, 05 months, and 25 days including

remission. During the course of his incarceration, he has availed parole on 07
oecasions and furlough on 20 occasions.

The Board carefully examined and assessed the overall jail conduct of the convict
during the period of incarceration, including discipline and behaviour. It further
evaluated the propensity and likelihood of the convict committing offences again upon
release, as well as the possibility of his reformation, rehabilitation, and reintegration as
a law-abiding and useful member of society.

The Board also took into consideration the socio-economic condition of the convict’s
family, the nature and gravity of the offence and its impact on society at large, the age
of the convict. and the potential risk to public safety. In addition, due weight was given
to the latest reports and assessments received from the Police authorities and the Social

Welfare Department.

Alter taking into account all relevant facts, materials, and circumstances of the case in
their entirety, the Board armived at its decision.

(v) Recommendations:

Afler detailed deliberation and comprehensive discussion on all relevant aspects, as
recorded above, the Board unanimously decided 10 RECOMMEND the case for
premature release of convict Babu Lal S/o Sh. Param Lal, subject to the following
conditions, which shall be strictly complied with by the conviet:

I. The convict shall report to the SHO of his native Police Station during the first
week of every month for a period of one year from the date of his release from jail.

(| Wi
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This case has been considered in compliance 1o the order dated 15.10.2025, passed by
the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi, in W. P. (Crl.) No. 3575/2024.

(i)  Eligibility conditions:

Only after undergoing imprisonment for 20 years including remission. This case has
been considered under the policy/order dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Govt. of NCT
of Delhi i.c. policy that was existing on the date of conviction,

(iil) Sentence details:

Devender Pal Singh Bhullar S/o Late Sh. Balwamt Singh is undergoing life
imprisonment (Death Sentence commuted to life imprisonment by the Hon'ble
Supreme Court of India) in case FIR No. 316/1993, U/S 302/307/120-B/34 [PC &

3/4/5 of TADA Act, P.S. Parliament Strect, Delhi for multiple deaths by explosion in a
car parked outside Raisina Road on |1.09.1993.

(iv) Deliberation:

As on 25.01.2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for a period of 26 years, 04
months, and 21 days in actual custody. During the course of his incarceration, the
convict has availed parole for a period of 03 years, 05 months & 11 days.

The Board underiook a detailed examination of the case for premature release of the
convict after considering all relevant material on record, including the commutation
roll, police investigation reports, probation officer’s report, medical records, and other
connected documents, in sccordance with the applicable remission policy and statutory
parameters,

The Board noted that the convict stands convicted for a terrorist offence involving o
bomb biast, resulting in the death of nine innocent persons. The nature and gravity of
the offence, the manner of its commission, and its impact on public order and national
security place the case in the category of the most serious and heinous offences. Such
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offences, by their very nature, have far-reaching societal consequences and directly
aiTect the sovereignty, integrity, and security of the State.

The Board noted the adverse security assessment and the absence of convincing
reformative indicators. The police have strongly opposed the premature release, and
the possibility of the convict posing a threat to public safety, if released, cannot be
ruled out. Despite the age of the convict, the Board was of the considered view that age
alone cannol be treated as & mitigating factor in cases involving terrorist activities,
particularly where the potential risk to society continues to subsist,

(v)  Recommendations:

After considering the nature and gravity of the offence, the high degree of
premeditation involved in its commission, the adverse security assessment. the
demonstrated propensity of the conviet to pose a continuing risk, the absence of
eredible reformative indicators, and the profound societal impact of the offence, the
Board is of the considered opinion that the case does not meet the statutory and policy
criteria for premature release. Keeping in view the paramount interest of the nation,
public order, and national security, the Board felt that the premature release of the
convict would be against public interest and, accordingly, cannol be recommended
under the applicable remission policy,

Therefore, the Board unanimously decided to REJECT the case for premature release
of convict Devender Pal Singh Bhullar S/o Late Sh. Balwant Singh. at this stage.

()  Background:

This case has been considered in compliance with the order dated 16.10.2023, passed
by the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi in W.P. (Crl.) No. 3403/2025. However, the case
of the convict will only be eligible for consideration of his premature release only after
the completion of 20 years of incarceration including remission.

(i)  Eligibility conditions:

The convict will be eligible for consideration for premature release only after
undergoing imprisonment for 20 years, including remission, in accordance with the
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policy/order dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Government of NCT of Delhi, i.e.. the
policy in force on the date of conviction.

(i) Sentence details:

Rajinder (@ Jinder, S/o Sh. Nathu Ram, is undergoing life imprisonment in two cases—
FIR No. 13%2004 and FIR No. 1192004 —registered under Sections 302, 364, 392,
201, and 120-B of the IPC, and Section 25 of the Arms Act, at P.S. Mangol Puri and

Shalimar Bagh, Dethi, for the murder of two persons, including a Police Sub-Inspector
and a member of the public.

(iv)  Deliberation:
As on 20.10.2023, the convict has undergone imprisonment for a period of 16 years, 02
months, and 21 days in actual custody and 17 years, 09 months, and 00 day including

remission. During the course of his incarceration, the convict has availed parole on 04
occasions, and furlough on 03 occasions.

In the present case, the convict was involved in the murder of two persons—a Police
Sub-Inspectar of the raiding party and a local public person who had agreed 1o assist
the police. The headless bodies of both deceased were recovered, clearly establishing
the serious, heinous, and grave nature of the offence. The manner of commission
reflects a high degree of brutality. Such an offence cannot be considered for leniency.
particularly in view of the larger interest of society. While examining cases for
premature release, the Board is required to balance the interests of the convict with
socictal impact and public safety, the latter of which cannot be overlooked or
compromised.

The Board also took note that the convict is a long-term diabetic patient, wheelchair-
bound due to amputation of both legs. The Board was apprised in detail of the facts and
circumstances of the case and considered the reports received from the Police and
Social Welfare Departments. In view of Rule 3.1(ii) of the SRB Order dated
16.07.2004 and Rule 1252 of the Delhi Prison Rules, 2018, which require a minimum
of 20 years of incarceration including remission, the present case is not eligible for
consideration for premature release,
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(v) Recommendations:

In view of the nature and gravity of the offence, the high degree of brutality involved,
the convict's demonstrated propensity for serious criminal acts, the substantial societal
impact, and the statutory requirement of 20 years of incarceration including remission,
the Board is of the considered opinion that the present case is not eligible for
consideration for premature release at this stage.

Therefore, the Board unanimously decided to REJECT the case for premature release
of convict Rajinder @ Jinder S/o Sh. Nathu Ram, at this stage.

(i)  Background:
This case has been considered in compliance to the order dated 14.10.2025, passed by
the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India, in $.L.P (Crl.) No. 16496/2025,

(i) Eligibil itions:
Only after undergoing imprisonment for 20 years including remission. This case has
been considered under the policy/order dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Govt. of NCT
of Delhi i.e. policy that was existing on the date of conviction.

(ili) Sentence details:

Sanjay Kumar (@ Sanju $/o Sh, Devki Nandan is undergoing life imprisonment in case
FIR No. 542/2003, /S 376/302 [PC, P.S. Rohini, Delhi for committing rape & murder
of & girl child age about 03 years.

(iv) Deliberation:

As on 31.10.2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for a period of 22 years, 02
months, and 10 days in actual custody and 26 years, 09 months, and 11 days including
remission. During the course of his incarceration, he has availed parole on 02
occasions, emergency parole on 01 occasion and furlough on 16 occasions.

The Board carefully examined and sssessed the overall jail conduct of the convict
during the period of incarceration, including discipline and behaviour, It further
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evaluated the propensity and likelihood of the convict committing offences again upon
release, as well as the possibility of his reformation, rehabilitation, and reintegration as
a law-abiding and useful member of society.

The Board also took into consideration the socio-economic condition of the convict's
family, the nature and gravity of the offence and its impact on society at large, the age
of the conviet, and the potential risk to public safety. In addition, due weight was given
10 the latest reports and assessments received from the Police authorities and the Social
Welfare Department.

After taking into account all relevant facts, materials, and circumstances of the case in
their entirety, the Board arrived at its decision.

(v) Recommendations:

Afier detailed deliberation and comprehensive discussion on all relevan! aspects. as
recorded above, the Board unanimously decided to RECOMMEND the case for
premature release of convict Sanjay Kemar @ Sanju S/o Sh, Devki Nundan, subject o
the following conditions, which shall be strictly complied with by the convict:

|. The convict shall not enter the NCT of Delhi for a period of one year from the
date of his release from jail, except with prior intimation to the concerned police
authorities for cogent reasans.

2. The convict shall report to the SHO of his native Police Station during the first
week of every month for a period of one year from the date of his release from

This case has been considered in compliance to the order dated 12.11.2025, passed by
the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi, in W. P. {Crl.) No. 27892025,
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(ii) Eligibility conditions:

Only after undergoing imprisonment for 20 years including remission. This case has
been considered under the policy/order dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Govt, of NCT
of Delhi i.e. policy that was existing on the date of conviction.

{(iii) Sentence details:

Hopeson Ningshen S/o Sh. N. Pishang is undergoing life imprisonment in case RC No.
IMPH-2009-S0002 & IMPH-2009-50003, /S 120-B/392/364-A/302 IPC, P.5. ACB-
Imphal, Delhi for abducting. robbing & murdering 03 persons.(Government officials)

for ransom,
(iv) Deliberation:
As on 16,11.2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for a period of 16 years, 03

months, and 05 days in actual custody and 20 years, 04 months, and 03 days including
Temission.

The Board carefully examined and assessed the overall jail conduct of the convict
during the period of incarceration, including discipline and behaviour. It further
evaluated the propensity and likelihood of the convict committing offences again upon
relense, as well as the possibility of his reformation, rehubilitation, and reintegration as
a law-ahiding and useful member of socicty.

The Board also took into consideration the socio-economic condition of the convict's
family, the nature and gravity of the offence and its impact on society al large, the age
of the convict, and the potential risk to public safety. In addition, due weight was given
to the latest reports and assessments received from the Police authorities and the Social

Welfare Department.

Afler taking into account all relevant facts, materials, and circumstances of the case in
their entirety, the Board arrived at its decision.

(v) Recommendations:

After detailed deliberation and comprehensive discussion on all relevant aspects, as
recorded above, the Board unanimously decided to RECOMMEND the case for
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premature release of convict Hopeson Ningshen Sfo Sh. N. Pishang, subject to the
following conditions, which shall be strictly complied with by the convict, and also
subject to consultation with Central Government (C.BI/M.H.A), in view of Sectiog
435 Cr.P.C/477 BNSS, as thf case was investigated by C.H.I:-

T R

1. The convict shall not enter the NCT of Delhi for a period of one year from the date
of his release from jail, except with prior intimation to the concemed police
authorities for cogent reasons.

2, The convict shall report to the SHO of his native Police Station during the first
week of every month for a period of two years from the date of his release from
jail,

(i)  Background:

This case has been considered in compliance to the order dated 31.10.2025, passed by
the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi, in W, P, (Crl.) No. 622/2025.

(i)  Eligibility conditions:

14 years of imprisonment inclusive of remission but only afier completion of 10 years
actual imprisonment i.e. without remissions. This case has been considered under the
policylorder dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Govt. of NCT of Delhi i.e. policy that was
existing on the date of conviction.

(iii) Sentence details:

Chetan $/o Sh. Bhoji Ram is undergoing life imprisonment in case FIR No, 571/1997,
LIS 376(2)(G)'34 IPC, P.S. Kalyan Puri, Delhi for gang rape with 25 years old woman.

(iv) Deliberation:

As on 05.11,2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for a period of 14 years, 03
months, and 19 days in actual custody and 18 years, and 17 days including remission,
During the course of his incarceration, the convict has availed parole on 02 occasions,
emergency parole an 02 occasions, and furlough on 17 occasions. There is a history of
jumping furloughs and emergency parole on (4 occasions.
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The details are given below:-

8.No, | Late By Surrendered on From Furlough f
| /Emergency Parole
[ 1[0l day 03.11.2016 | Furlough
2 | 04 days | 06.05.2021 Furlough
3 |05 days [ 12.04.2023 Emergency Parole
4 | 03 days | 03,06.2025 | Furlough

As per the police report dated 15.07.2025, the premature release of the convict has not
been recommended However, the Probation Officer, in his repont, has supported the
premature release of the convict.

In the present case, the convict was involved in the commission of gang rape of a 25-
year-0ld woman (Nepal National) along with co-inmates, which clearly establishes the
serious, heinous, and grave nature of the offence. The manner of commission
demonstrates a high degree of premeditation, planning, and collective criminal
conduct. Such an offence constitutes a gross violation of bodily integrity and dignity
and has severe and lasting repercussions on the victim as well as society st large.
While considering cases for premature release, the Board is required to balance the
interests of the convict against the societal impact and the imperative of public safety.
In offences of this nature, the gravity of the crime and the need to uphold societal
confidence in the criminal justice system outweigh individual considerations, and
therefore, leniency cannot be extended.

(v} Recommendations:

In view of the nature and gravity of the offence, the high degree of premeditation and
coordinated criminal conduct involved, the demonstrated criminel propensity of the
convict, the history of late surrender from furlough and emergency parole, and the
profound adverse societal impact, the Board is of the considered opinion that the

present case does not warrant any leniency, Keeping in view the paramount
considerations of public safety and societal interest, the case is held to be wholly unfit
for consideration for premature release.
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Therefore, the Board unanimously decided to REJECT the case for premature release
of convict Chetan S/o Sh, Bhoji Ram, at this stage.

This case has been considered in compliance to the order dated 12.11.2025, passed by
the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi, in W, P. (Crl.) No. 1877/2025.

(i)  Eligibility conditions:

14 years of imprisonment inclusive of remission but only after completion of 10 years
actual imprisonment i.e. without remissions. This case has been considered under the
policy/order dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Govt. of NCT of Delhi i.c. policy that was
existing on the date of conviction.

(iii)  Semence details:

Rahul @ Budh Prakash $/0 Sh. Mahesh is undergoing life imprisonment in case FIR
No. 488/2002, W/S 376(2)(g)392/397/506/324/34 IPC & 27 Arms Act, P-S. LP. Siate,
Delhi for rape and robbed 20 years student of MAMC (infamous case of khooni
darwaza).

(iv)  Deliberntion:

As on 16.11.2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for o period of 21 years, 06
months, and 15 days in actual custody and 28 years, 07 months, and 08 days including
remission. During the course of his incarceration, the convict has availed parole on 0%
pccasions, emérgency parcle on 02 occasions, and furlough on 25 occasions.

As per the police report dated 16.05.2025, the premature release of the convict has
been not recommended and strongly opposed, keeping in view the convict involved in
heinous case. However, the Probation Officer, in his report dated 25.06.2024, has
supported the premature release of the convict,

In the present case, the convict was involved in the commission of rape and robbery of
a 20-year-old female student of Maulana Azad Medical College, in the incident
commonly referred to as the “Khooni Darwaja” case, with the active assistance of co-
inmates. The offence clearly establishes its serious, heinous, and grave nature. The
manner of commission reflects & high degree of premeditation, deliberate planning, and
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coordinated criminal collaboration. Such conduct constitutes a gross violation of the
bodily integrity and dignity of the victim and has had & profound and lasting impact on
society.

An offence of this magnitude does not merit leniency, particularly in view of the langer
societal interest, While examining cases for premature release, the Board is required to
balance the interests of the convict against the imperatives of public safety and societal
impact, and in cases of this nature, the latter must prevail and cannot be overlooked or
compromised.

(v)  Recommendations:

In view of the nature and gravity of the offence, the high degree of premeditation and
coordinaled criminal conduct involved, the severe societal impact, and the fact that the
present conviction is not an isolsted instance but that the convict also stands convicted
in anather serious criminal case, the Board is of the considered opinion that the convic
does not merit any leniency. The present age of the convict, by itself, does not dilute
the seriousness of the offence or mitigate the continuing risk to society. Any premature
release in such circumstances would not only undermine public confidence in the
criminal justice system but would also send a wrong and adverse message to society.
Keeping in view the paramount considerations of public safety and societal interest, the
case is held 1o be wholly unfit for consideration for premuture release.

Therefore, the Board unanimously decided to REJECT the case for premature release
of convict Rahul @ Budh Prakash S/o Sh. Mahesh, at this stage,

()  Background:

This case has been considered in compliance to the order dated 03.11.2025, passed by
the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi, in W. P. (Crl.) No. 2863/2025.

(i)  Eligibili itions:

14 years of imprisonment inclusive of remission but only after completion of 10 years
nctual imprisonment i.e. without remissions. This case has been considered under the

—
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policy/order dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Govt. of NCT of Delhi i.e. policy that was
existing on the date of conviction.

(iii)  Sentence details:

Md. Yunus S/o Late Hazi Muslim is undergoing life imprisonment in case FIR No.
11572001, U/S 376 IPC, P.S. Jahangir Pun, Delhi for rape of a 07 years minor girl.

(iv) Deliberation:

As on 20.11.2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment [or & period of 24 years, 08
months, and |1 days in actual custody and 32 years, 03 months, and 21 days including
remission, During the course of his incarceration, he has availed parole on 03
occasions, emergency parole on 02 occasions and furlough on 21 oecasions.

The Board carefully examined and assessed the overall jail conduct of the convict
during the period of incarceration, including discipline and behaviour. Tt further
evaluated the propensity and likelihood of the convict committing offences again upon
release, as well as the possibility of his reformation, rehabilitation, and reintegration as
a low-abiding and useful member of society.

The Board also took into consideration the socio-economic m:fﬂﬂm of the convict's
family, the nature and gravity of the offence and its impact on society at large, the age
of the convict, and the potential risk 1o public safety. Tn uddition, due weight was given
to the latest reports and assessments received from the Police authorities and the Social

Welfare Department.

After taking into account all relevant facts, materials, and circumstances of the case in
their entirety, the Board arrived at its decision,

{v) Recommendations:

After detailed deliberation and comprehensive discussion on all relevant aspects, as
recorded above, the Board unanimously decided to RECOMMEND the case for
premature release of convict Md. Yunus S/o Late Hazi Muslim, subject to the

following conditions, which shall be strictly complied with by the convict:

NN
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I. The convict shall report to the SHO of his native Police Station during the first
week of every month for a period of one year from the date of his release from jail.

(i) Eligibility conditions:
14 years of actual imprisonment i.e. without remission, This case has been considered

under the policy/order dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Govi. of NCT of Delhi i.e.
policy that was existing on the date of conviction.

(i)  Sentence details:

Ajay @ Gadnu S/o Sh. Goli Yadav is undergoing life imprisonment in case FIR No.
61/2011, U/S 302 IPC & 27 Arms Act, P.S. Nabi Karim, Delhi for committing murder
of a woman by stabbing over trivial issue.

(iii) Deliberation:

As on 30.09.2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for a period of 14 years, 03
months, and 04 days in actual custody and 17 years, and 09 months including
remission. During the course of his incarceration, the convict has availed interim bail
on 01 occasion, parole on 01 occasion, emergency parole on 02 occasions, and
furlough on (% occasions.

As per the police report dated 01.09.2023, the premature release of the convict has not
been recommended, keeping in view the heinous nature of the crime committed by
him. Further, the hometown police, vide report dated 06,10.2025, have also not
extended any recommendation with respect 1o the proposed premature release of the
convicl Likewise, the District Probation Officer, vide report dated 31.07.2025, has
also not extended any specific recommendation regarding the proposed premature
release of the convict,

In the present case, the convict was involved in the brutal murder of 2 woman by
repeatedly stabbing her over a trivial issue, which unequivocally establishes the
heinous, grave, and violent nature of the offence. The manner of commission reflects
extreme brutality, a complete disregard for human life, and a high degree of criminal
propensity, Such a serious offence, having severe societal ramifications, does not
warrant any leniency. While considering cases for premature release, the Board is duty-
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bound to balance the interests of the convict against the interest of society and public
safety; however, in offences of such nature, the safety of the public and the deterrent
impact of punishment must take precedence and cannot be compromised,

(v)  Recommendations:

The Board carefully examined the manner in which the offence was committed, the
degree of brutality involved, the period of incarceration undergone by the convict, his
present age, and the number of occasions on which he was released on parole and
furlough during incarceration. Upon a holistic consideration of these factors, the Board
is of the considered view that the possibility of recidivism cannot be ruled out at this
stage. Further, having regard to the societal impact of the offence, the likelihood of
repetition, the extent of reformation achieved, and the question of whether further
incarceration would serve 8 meaningful purpose, the Board finds the case to be not fit

for premature release,

Therefore, the Board unanimously decided to REJECT the case for premature release
of convict Ajay @ Gadnu S/o Sh. Goli Yadav, at this stage.

() Eligibil fitions:
14 vears of sctual imprisonment i.e. without remission. This case has been considered

under the policy/order dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Govi. of NCT of Delhi i.e
policy that was existing on the date of conviction.

(i)  Sentence details:

Ajay @ Sunder Pal $/o Sh. Bishan Singh Is undergoing life imprisonment in case FIR
No. 209/2011, U/S 302 IPC, P.S. Najafgarh, Delhi for committing murder of his wife.
(iii)  Deliberation:

As on 30.09.2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for a period of 14 years,
and 28 days in sctual custody and 16 years, 11 months, and 25 days including
remission, During the course of his incarceration, the convict has availed parole on 02
occasions, emergency parole on 02 occasions, and furlough on 10 occasions.
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As per the police report dated 03.12.2025, the premature release of the convict has not
been recommended, keeping in view the gravity of the offence. However, the
Probation Officer, Mandoli, vide report dated 23.05.2025, has recommended the
premature release of the convict.

In the present case, the convict was involved in the cold-blooded and brutal murder of
his wife, an offence that strikes al the very core of societal values and the sanctity of
human life. The manner of commission demonstrates extreme cruelty, a complete lack
of remorse, and a grave propensity for violence. Such a heinous and serious offence
carries profound societal consequences mnd cannot be viewed with leniency. While
considering cases for premature release, the Board is required to balance the interests
of the convict against the interests of society and public safety; however, in offences of
this nature, the protection of society and the deterrent purpose of punishment must
necessarily prevail and cannol be compromised.

(iv)  Recommendations:

The Board carefully examined the manner of commission of the offence, which
involved the cold-blooded and brutal murder of the convict's wifee, the extreme degree
of brutality displayed, the period of incarceration undergone by the convict, his present
age, and the number of occasions on which he was released on parole and furlough
during incarceration. Upon a holistic and objective assessment of these factors, and
considering the gravity and domestic nature of the offence. the Board is of the
considered view that the possibility of recidivism cannot be ruled out at this stage.
Further, in view of the profound societal impact of such a heinous offence, the
likelihood of repetition, the extent of reformation achieved, and the paramount need to
safeguard public interest, the Board is of the opinion that continued incarceration
serves a meaningful and deterrent purpose. Accordingly, the case is found to be not fit
for premature relense.

Therefore, the Board unanimously decided to REJECT the case for premature release
of convict Ajay @ Sunder Pal S/o Sh. Bishan Singh, at this stage.
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() Eligibili tions:
14 years of actual imprisonment i.e. without remission. This case has been considered
under the policy/order dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Gowi, of NCT of Delhi ie.
policy that was existing on the date of conviction.

(i)  Sentence details:
Amarjeet Singh (@ Raju @ Wadhwa S/o Late Sh. Mohan Singh is undergoing life

imprisonment in case FIR No. 3392011, U/S 302/404/380/201 IPC, P.5. Hari Nagar,
Delhi for committing murder of his aunt (mausi) over need of money.

(iif} Deliberation;

As on 30.09.2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for a period of 14 years,
and 15 days in actual custody and 16 years, 05 months, and 13 days including
remission, During the course of his incarceration, the convict has availed interim bail

on 01 occasion, parole on 01 occasion, emergency parole on 02 occasions, and
furlough on 07 occasions.

The Board carefully examined and nssessed the overall jail conduct of the convict
during the period of incarceration, including discipline and behaviour. It further
evaluated the propensity and likelihood of the convict committing offences again upon
release, as well as the possibility of his reformation, rehabilitation, and reintegration as
a law-ahiding and useful member of society.

The Board also took into consideration the socio-economic condition of the convict's
family, the nature and gravity of the offence and its impact on society at large, the age
of the convict, and the potential risk to public safety. In addition, due weight was given
to the |atest reports and assessments received from the Police authorities and the Social

Welfare Department.

After taking into account all relevant facts, materials, and circumstances of the case in

their entirety, the Board arrived at its decision. ,

o y LV e

Page 38 of 88



Minutes of Board meeting held on 23™ December, 2025

{iv) Recommendations:

After detailed deliberation and comprehensive discussion on all relevant aspects, as
recorded above, the Board unanimously decided to RECOMMEND the case for
premature release of convict Amarject Singh @ Raju @ Wadhwa S/e Late Sh. Mohan
Singh, subject to the following conditions, which shall be strictly complied with by the

convict:

I. The convict shall not enter the NCT of Delhi for a period of one year from the
date of his release from jail, except with prior intimation to the concerned police
authonties for cogent reasons.

2. The convict shall report 1o the SHO of his native Police Station during the first
week of every month for a period of one year from the date of his release from

14 years of actual imprisonmenl i.e. without remission. This case has been considered
under the policy/order dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Govt. of NCT of Delhi ie.
policy that was existing on the date of conviction.

(i)  Sentence details:

Amit Kumar §/o Sh. Surender Kumar is undergoing life imprisonment in case FIR No.
359/2009, U/S 302 IPC, P.S. Vasant Vihar, Delhi for committing murder of a person

by knife blows,

(iii)  Deliberation:

As on 29.09.2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for a period of 15 years, 10
months, and 07 days in actual custody and 18 years, 04 months, and 22 days including

remission, During the course of his incarceration, the convict has availed parole on 03
occasions, and furiough on 09 occasions.

The Board carefully examined and assessed the overall jail conduct of the convict
during the period of incarceration, including discipline and behaviour. It further
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evaluated the propensity and likelihood of the convict committing offences again upon
release, us well as the possibility of his reformation, rehabilitation, and reintegration as
a law-abiding and useful member of society.

The Board also took into consideration the socio-economic condition of the convict’s
family, the nature and gravity of the offence and its impact on society at large, the age
of the convict, and the potential risk to public safety. In addition, due weight was given
1o the latest reports and assessments received from the Police authorities and the Social
Welfare Department.

After taking into account all relevant facts, materials, and circumstances of the case in
their entirety, the Board arrived at its decision,

(iv)  Recommendations:

After detailed deliberation and comprehensive discussion on all relevant aspects, as
recorded above, the Board unanimously decided to RECOMMEND the case for
premature release of convict Amit Kumar $/o Sh. Surrender Kumar, subject to the
following conditions, which shall be strictly complied with by the convict:

|, The convict shall report to the SHO of his native Police Station during the first
week of every month for a period of one year from the date of his release from jail.

ltem No. 26: The case of —

()  Eligibility conditions:

|4 years of actual imprisonment i.e. without remission. This case has been considered
under the policy/order dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Govt. of NCT of Delhi ie.
policy that was existing on the date of conviction.

(i) Sentence details:

Anil S/o Sh. Javar Singh is undergoing life imprisonment in case FIR No. 404/2011,
L/S 302/392/397/394/414/120-B/34 [PC, P.S. Samay Pur Badli, Delhi for committing
murder of a person during loot/robbery.

WV g
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(i) Deliberation:

As on 01.09.2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for a period of 14 years, 05
months, and 04 days in actual custody and 16 years, and 05 days including remission.
During the course of his incarceration, the convict has svailed parole on 03 occasions.

As per juil record, the convict has been involved in four (04) other criminal cases apan
from the present offence, indicating a continued pattemn of criminal conduct. Although
he was sequitted in two cases, he was convicted in two cases and underwent
substantive sentences, which further reflects his criminal antecedents,

» The details of criminal cases and status of cases are as under:-

S. No. | Case Particulars Status
1. |FIR No. 18972010, Uis | R for 02 years,
356/379/41134 IPC, P.S. Prashant | Sentence Completed on 26.11.2015

Vihar
2. | FIR No. 16/2011, U/s 392/411/414/34 | R.L for 03 years,
IPC, P.S. Pandav Nagar Sentence Completed on 09.01.2018

3. |FIR  No. 1852010,  Uis | Acquitted on 02.01.2010
356379/411/34 IPC PS- Paschim
Vihar East

4. | FIR No. 40212010, U/s 38234 IPC | Acquitied on 07.07.2010

Further, during the period of incarceration, five (05) punishments have been recorded
against the convict for violations of prison discipline, including repeated recovery of
prohibited articles such as tobacco, possession of n mobile SIM card, and involvement
in & scuffle inside the jail. The recurrence of such infractions demonstrates a lack of
sustained reformative behaviour and disregard for institutional discipline.

¢ The details of punishment recorded during the period incarceration are as under:-

-ENn. Dﬂt:ﬂfPumslmum ____D_ffmge_ M 1 b= -
1. (20032012 Recovered tobacco -
2. |30.042013 Recovered some loose tobacco
3. 15022019 | Recovered 01 Packet wrapped in polythene of tobaeco
4. | 11052021 Recovered 02 Grms, loose tobacco & one mobile sim
card o S
5. | 02012022 Involvement in a scuffle inside jail

Page 41 of B8




Minutes of Board meeting held on 23" December, 2023

The above conduct, when viewed in conjunction with the heinous nature of the present
offence, clearly indicates that the convict has not shown consistent improvement in
conduct or a genuine inclination towards reformation. Accordingly, the cumulative
assessment of his criminal antecedents and jail conduct raises a reasonable
apprehension of recidivism, thereby weighing against the grant of premature release.

As per the police report dated 02.12.2025, the premature release of the convict has
been strongly opposed, keeping in view the fact that the convict is invaolved in 05
criminal cases,. However, the Probation Officer, Tihar, vide report dated 21.07.2025,
has recommended the premature release of the convict,

In the present case, the convict was involved in committing of murder of a person
during loot/robbery with the assistance of co-inmates, which clearly establishes the
serious, heinous, and grave nature of the offence. The manner of commission of the
offence reflects a high degree of premeditation, planning, and ¢riminal collaboration.
Such an offence cannot be considered for leniency, particularly in view of the larger
interest of society. While examining cases for premature release, the Board is required
10 balance the interests of the convict with the societal impact and public safety. and
the latter cannol be overlooked or compromised.

(iv) Recommendations:

The Board considered the manner of commission of the offence, which involved a high
degree of premeditation, planning, and collaboration, the number of co-accused
involved, the present age of the convict, his convigtion in two (02) other criminal
cases, and the multiple punishments recorded against him during the period of
incarceration. Upon a cumulative assessment of these factors, the Board is of the
considered opinion that the possibility of recidivism cannot be ruled out at this stage.
Further, on an overall evaluation of the societal impact of the offence, the likelihood of
repetition, the extent of reformation achieved, and the question of whether further
incarceration would serve u meaningful purpose, the Board finds the case not fit for
premafure release.

Therefore, the Board unanimously decided to REJECT the case for premature release
of convict Anil 8/o Sh. Javar Singh, at this stage.
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(i)  Eligibility conditions:

|4 years of actual imprisonment i.¢. without remission. This case has been considered
under the policy/order dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Gowt. of NCT of Delhi ie.
policy that was existing on the date of conviction.

(ii) Sentence details:

Kaushal Singh S/o Sh. Rajender Singh is undergoing life imprisonment in case FIR
No. 404/2011, U/S 302/392/397/394/414/120-B/34 IPC, P.S. Samay Pur Badli, Delhi
for committing murder of a person during loot/robbery.

(i)  Deliberation;

As on 30.09.2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for a period of 14 years, 08
months, and 04 days in actual custody and 15 years, 07 months, and 08 days including
remission. During the course of his incarceration, the convict has not availed any
interim bail, parole, and furlough.

As per jail records, during the period of incarceration, eleven (11) punishments have
been recorded against the convict for repeated violations of prison discipline. These
include consumption of prohibited substances, possession of prohibited articles such as
a mobile phone with SIM card, violent behaviour, misconduct towards jail staff, and
involvement in a scuffle inside the jail. The recurrence und nature of these infractions
clearly demonstrate & lack of sustained reformative behaviour, poor impulse control,
and a continued disregard for institutional discipline.

» The details of punishment recorded during the period incarceration are as under:-

SNo. | Date of | Offence
Punishment P | I ]
. 103102023 | Consumed prohibited article in juil & found drug consumption
' positive

2. | 04102023 | Fighting with co-inmate & a handmade sua recovered

3. | 03.10.2023 Removed all clothes ot control room (chakkar), msbehaved and
used abusive Wnﬂﬂlmﬂ'ﬂ: threatening to suicide

4. 03022022 | Consumed prohibited article in jail (found drug consumption

positive)
122072021 | One mobile phone with SIM card and charger were recovered

*-"':

-I- ﬂlh::r punishment were recorded during under trial period vide dated 21.03.2015,
07.04.2015, 07.07.2015. 06.02.2016, 16.05.2016 & 03.03.2017.
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The cumulative jail conduct, marked by repeated indiscipline and serious violations,
reflects inadequate reformation and reinforces the apprehension of recidivism, thereby
weighing heavily against the grant of premature release.

As per the police report dated 02.07.2025, the premature release of the convict has
been not recommended, keeping in view of the nature of the offence murder is
extremely grave and heinous,

In the present case, the convict was involved in committing of murder of a person
during loovrobbery with the assistance of co-inmates, which clearly establishes the
serious, heinous, and grave nature of the offence. The manner of commission of the
offence reflects a high degree of premeditation, planning, end criminal collaboration.
Such an offence cannot be considered for leniency, particularly in view of the larger
interest of society. While examining cases for premature release, the Board is required
to balance the interests of the convict with the societal impact and public safety, and
the latter cannot be overlooked or compromisel,

(iv) Recommendations:

The Board considered the manner of commission of the offence, which involved a high
degree of premeditation, planning, and collaboration, the number of co-accused
huﬂvnd,ﬂmpﬁaﬂmufﬂncmﬁﬂ.mdmmuphpmhhmmumﬂadmtml
him during the period of incarceration. Upon a cumulative assessment of these factors,
the Board is of the considered opinion that the possibility of recidivism cannot be ruled
out at this stage. Further, on an overall evaluation of the societal impact of the offence,
the likelihood of repetition, the extent of reformation achieved, and the question of
whether further incarceration would serve a meaningful purpose, the Board finds the
case not fit for premature release.

Therefore, the Board unanimously decided 10 REJECT the case for premature release
of convict Kaushal Singh S/ Sh. Rajender Singh, at this stage.

;-'Tlh\'ﬂ/ G JL_ |
@/

Page 44 of B4



14 years of actual imprisonment i.e. without remission. This case has been considered
undeér the policy/order dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Govi. of NCT of Delhi i.c.
policy that was existing on the date of conviction.

(i)  Sentence details:

Mehtab S/o Haji Mohd, Yamin is undergoing life imprisonment in case FIR No.
40472011, U/S 302/392/397/394/414/120-8/34 IPC, P.S. Samay Pur Badli, Delhi for
committing murder of a person during loot/robbery.

(i)  Deliberation:

As on 30.09.2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for a period of 14 years, 07
months, and 07 days in actual custody and 15 years, 11 months, and 20 days including
remission. During the course of his incarceration, the convict has availed parole on 01
occasion, and furlough on 04 occasions.

As per jail record, the convict has been involved in four (04) other criminal cases apart
fram the present offence, indicating a continued pattem of criminal conduct. Although
he was acquitted or discharged in some cases, reflecting his criminal antecedents and
past propensity for unlawful activity.

« The details of criminal cases and status of cases are as under:-

S. No. | Case Particulars Status

1. FIR No. 485/02, Uls 406/498-A IPC, | Acquitted on 09.10.2019
P.S. SP Badli

2, FIR NO. 402/10, U/s 38234 IPC, P.S. | Discharged on 15.10.2011 :
Kalyan Puri

3. FIR NO. 421710, Ufs 379 IPC, P.S, | Released on 21.02.2011 o
Alipur

g FIR NO. 1280/14, U/s 20/61/85 OF | Acquitted on 24.03.2018
NDPS Act

Further, during the period of incarceration, two (02) punishments have been recorded
against the convict for violations of prison discipline, including misconduct during

Nad Q /
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court production and possession of a prohibited anticle. The recurrence of such
infractions demonstrates a lack of sustained reformative behaviour and a disregard for
institutional discipline.

* The details of punishment recorded during the period incarceration are as under:-

5.No. | Date of Punishment | Offence 5
1. | 07.06.2019 Shouting and abusing the DAP SwtafT during Coun
2 | production
2. | 09.092019 TRecovery of tobaceo from his possession during Court
| production

The above conduct, when viewed in conjunction with the heinous nature of the present
offence, clearly indicates that the convict has nol shown consistent improvement in
behaviour or a genuine inclination towards reformation. Accordingly, a cumulative
assessment of his criminal antecedents and jail conduct raises a reasonable
apprehension of recidivism, thereby weighing strongly against the grant of premature
release.

As per the police report dated 02.12.2025, the premature release of the convict has
been strongly opposed and not recommended, keeping in view the fact that the convict
is involved in the heinous crime of robbery with murder, as well a5 a separate thefi
case. Likewise, the Probation Officer, Tihar, vide report dated 28.07.2025, has also nol
recommended the premature releasz of the convict,

In the present case, the convict was involved in committing of murder of a person
during lootrobbery with the assistance of co-inmates, which clearly establishes the
serious, heinous, and grave nature of the offence, The manner of commission of the
offence reflects a high degree of premeditation, planning, and criminal collaboration.
Such an offence cannot be considered for leniency, particulerly in view of the larger
interest of society. While examining cases for premature release, the Board is required
to balance the interests of the convict with the societal impact and public safety, and
the lutter cannot be overlooked or compromised,

(iv) Recommendations:

The Board considered the manner in which the offence was committed, which involved
a high degree of premeditation, planning, and collaboration, the number of co-accused
involved, the present age nf 1h= convict, his involvement in four (04) other criminal
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cases, and the two (02) punishments recorded against him during the period of
incarceration. Upon a cumulative assessment of these factors, the Board is of the
considered view that the possibility of recidivism cannot be ruled out at this stage.
Further, having regard 1o the societal impact of the offence, the likelihood of repetition,
the limited extent of reformation achieved, and whether continued incarceration would
serve a meaningful purpose, the Board finds the case not fit for premature release,

Therefore, the Board unanimously decided to REJECT the case for premature release
of convict Mehtab S/0 Haji Mohd. Yamin, at this stage.

I 19: The case of Anil n—

(i)  Eligibility conditions:

14 years of actual imprisonment i.e. without remission. This case has been considered
under the policy/order dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Govt. of NCT of Delhi i.e.
policy that was existing on the date of conviction.

(i)  Sentence details;

Anil (@ Rajesh S/o Sh. Ram Kalan is undergoing life imprisonment in case FIR No.
2622010, U/S 302/394/34 [PC, P.S. Kalyan Puri, Delhi for committing murder of a
person during robbery.

(iii) Deliberation:

As on 30.09.2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for a period of |5 years, 0]
months, and 04 days in actual custody and 17 years, 08 months, and 13 days including
remission. During the course of his incarceration, the convict has availed parole on 02
OCCASIONS.

As per jail records. during the period of incarceration, eleven (11) punishments have
been recorded against the convict for repeated violations of prison discipline. These
include consumption of prohibited substances, possession of prohibited articles such as
a mobile phone and iron strips, violent behaviour, misconduct towards jail stalT,
involvement in fights with fellow inmates, and seif-inflicted injuries. The recurrence
and nature of these infractions clearly demonstrate a lack of sustined reformative
behaviour, poor impulse control, and a continued disregard for institutional discipline.
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s The details of punishment recorded during the period incarceration are as under:-

§Mo. | Date of Punishment | Offence
1. | 16062013 Recovery of some loose tobaccn
2. | 16.03.2014 Roaming late night from outside their ward & also
misbehave with on duty staff
3. |25.05.2014 Misbehaved and unparlinmentarily language with on
duty staff
&, | 14.06.2015 Iron strip was recovered from his possession
5. 16.05.2016 Scuffle with other convict
| 6. | 07.07.2016 Injured other inmate during fight with fellow inmate
7. | 10042018 | Fighting with other conviet =l
8. | 18.09.2021 Inflicted self-injuries by using tile pieces
9. | 15.022022 Brutally sssoulted other convict on trivial jssue
10. | 11102022 Fighting with another inmate while under the influence
of intoxicants
1. | 16102022 Recovery of 06" iron patti was found hidden inside his
pillow f

The cumulative jail conduct, marked by repeated indiscipline and sericus violations,
reflects inadequate reformation and reinforces the apprehension of recidivism, thereby
weighing heavily against the grant of premature release.

Considering all the facts, circumstances under which the offence was commitied,
nature, gravity and perversity of the crime, age of the convict, the Additional
Commissioner of Police (Crime), Delhi during the meeting concluded that the
mpcmitymcnmmiu{mﬂummhhyumﬁuwmthmﬂ:dmmmrr
Probation Officer, Social Welfare Department, Delhi has also not supported his
premature relcase during the meeting.
hwmmmﬂ.ﬂumwﬂmmmmmmufmmdﬂuhpmnn
during robbery with the assistance of co-inmates, which clearly establishes the senous,
heinous, and grave nature of the offence. The manner of commission of the offence
reflects a high degree of premeditation, planning, and ¢riminal collaboration. Such an
offence cannot be considered for leniency, particularly in view of the larger interest of
mw.%ikuﬂﬁmgmu[mpmnmmlm&mﬂuudhmquhdmm
the interests of the convict with the societal impact and public safety, and the latter
canmot be overlooked or compromised.

P
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(iv) Recommendations;

The Board considered the manner of commission of the offence, which involved a high
degree of premeditation, planning, and collaboration, the number of co-accused
involved, the present age of the convict, and the multiple punishments recorded against
him during the period of incarceration. Upon a cumulative assessment of these factors,
the Board is of the considered opinion that the possibility of recidivism cannot be ruled
out at this stage. Further, on an overall evaluation of the socictal impact of the offence,
the likelihood of repetition, the extent of reformation achieved, and the question of
whether further incarceration would serve @ meaningful purpose, the Board finds the
case not fit for premature release.

Therefore. the Board unenimously decided to REJECT the case for premature release
of convict Anil @ Rajesh S/o Sh. Ram Kalan, at this stage.

G Sh. th —
(iy  Eligibility conditiong:
|4 years of actual imprisonment i.e. without remission. This case has been considered
under the policy/order dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Govt. of NCT of Delhi i.e.
policy that was existing on the date of conviction.

(i)  Sentence details

Gareeba S/0 Sh. Ram Nath is undergoing life imprisonment in case FIR No. 262/2010,
U/S 3027394/34 TPC, P.S. Kalyan Puri, Delhi for committing murder of a person during
robbery.

(i) Deliberation;

As on 30.09.2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for & period of 15 years, 01
months, and 29 days in actual custody and 19 years, and 01 day including remission.
During the course of his incarceration, the convict has availed parole on 01 oceasion,
mmpmhmmmmmdﬁuluﬁhmll oecasions.

Considering all the facts, circumstances under which the offence was committed,
nature, gravity and perversity of the crime, age of the convict, the Additional
Commissioner of Police (Crime), Delhi during the meeting concluded that the
pmpmﬁlymcmmﬂtdmﬂuruimtngﬂnhyﬂmcmﬂﬁmhuﬂﬂtdmmﬂhﬁ

WV by ¢

Page 49 of 88



Minutes of Board meeting held on 23™ Decomber, 2025

Probation Officer, Social Welfare Department, Delhi has also not supported his
premature release during the meeting,

In the present case, the convict was involved in committing of murder of & person
during robbery with the assistance of co-inmates, which clearly establishes the serious,
heinous, and grave nature of the offence. The manner of commission of the offence
reflects @ high degree of premeditation, planning, and criminal collaboration. Such an
offence cannot be considered for leniency, particularly in view of the larger interest of
society. While examining cases for premature release, the Board is required to balance
(he interests of the convict with the societal impact and public safety, and the lstter
cannol be overlooked or compromised,

(iv) Recommendations:

The Board considered the manner in which the offence was committed, which involved
o high degree of premeditation, planning, and collaboration, the number of co-accused
involved, the present age of the convict, the number of occasions on which he was
released on parole and furlough, and the period of incarceration undergone. Upon a
cumulative assessment of these factors, the Board is of the considered opinion that the
possibility of recidivism cannot be ruled out at this stage. Further, having regard to the
societal impact of the offence, the likelihood of repetition, the extent of reformation
achieved, and whether continued incarceration would serve a meaningful purpose, the
Board finds the case not fit for premature release.

Therefore, the Board unanimously decided 10 REJECT the case for premature release
of convict Gareeba S/o Sh. Ram Nath, at this stage.

()  Eligibil -—
14 years of actual imprisonment i.e. without remission. This case has been considered

under the policy/order dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Govt. of NCT of Delhi ie.
policy that was existing on the date of conviction.

AN 0 W/ cf/
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(i)  Sentence details:

Anil Kumar S/o Sh. Daya Shankar is undergoing life imprisonment in case FIR No.
15572008, U/S 302/325 IPC, P.S. Nabi Karim, Delhi for committing murder of a
person by beating with danda.

(i) Delibermtion:

As on 30.09.2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for a period of 15 years, 08
months, and 07 days in actual custody and a total of 20 years and 12 months including
remission. During the course of incarceration, the convict availed emergency parole on
02 occasions. No adverse report was received during the period of emergency parole
availed by the convict.

The Board carefully examined and assessed the overall jail conduct of the convict
during the period of incarceration, including discipline and behaviour. It further
evaluated the propensity and likelihood of the convict committing offences again upon
release, as well as the possibility of his reformation, rehabilitation, and reintegration as
a law-abiding and useful member of society.

The Board also took into consideration the socio-economic condition of the conviet's
fumily, the nature and gravity of the offence and its impact on society ot large, the age
of the convict, and the potential risk to public safety. In addition, due weight was given
o the latest reports and assessments received from the Police authorities and the Social
Welfare Department.

After taking into account all relevant ficts, materials, and circumstances of the case in
their entirety, the Board arrived at its decision.

(ivl Recommendations:

After detailed deliberation and comprehensive discussion on ull relevant aspects, as

recorded above, the Board unanimously decided to RECOMMEND the case for
premature release of convict Anil Kumar S/o Sh. Daya Shankar, subject 1o the

following conditions, which shall be strictly complied with by the conviet:

ot (O W7
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1. The convict shall report to the SHO of his native Police Station during the first
week of every month for a period of one year from the date of his release from jail.

()  Eligibili itions:
14 years of actual imprisonment i.e. withou! remission. This case has been considered

under the policy/order dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Govt. of NCT of Delhi ie.
policy that was existing on the date of conviction.

(ii)  Sentence details:
Arshad S/o Md. Asgar is undergoing life imprisonment in case FIR No. 613/2011, U/S

302 IPC, P.S. Shakar Pur, Delbi for committing murder of a person by strungulation on
strained relation.

(iii)  Deliberation:

As on 30.09.2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for a period of 14 years,
and 26 days in actual custody and a total of 17 years, 03 months, and 27 days including
remission. During the course of incarceration, the convict availed emergency parole on
02 occasions, and furlough on 11 pecasions. No adverse report was received during the
period of emergency parole availed by the convict.

The Board carefully examined and assessed the overall jail conduct of the convict
during the period of incarceration. including discipline and behaviour. It further
evaluated the propensity and likelihood of the convict committing offences again upon
release, as well as the possibility of his reformation, rehabilitation, and reintegration as
a law-abiding and useful member of society.

The Board also took into consideration the socio-economic condition of the convict's
family, the nature and gravity of the offence and its impact on society at large, the age
of the convict, and the potential risk to public safety. In addition, due weight was given
to the latest reports and assessments recelved from the Police authorities and the Social
Welfare Department.

iy W
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Aﬂtrhkingiﬂumlﬂdlrﬁwmﬂfmﬂ&umimuﬂtimmufﬂwmin
thelr entirety, the Board arrived at its decision.

(iv) Recommendations:

After detailed deliberation and comprehensive discussion on all relevant aspects, as
recarded sbove, the Board unanimously decided to RECOMMEND the case for
premature release of convict Arshad Sfo Md. Asgar, subject lo the following
conditions, which shall be strictly complied with by the convict:

1. The convict shall report to the SHO of his native Police Station during the first
week of every month for a period of one year from the date of his release from jail,

14 years of actual imprisonment i.e. withoul remission. This case has been considered
under the policy/order dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Gov. of NCT of Delhi ie.
policy that was existing on the date of conviction.

(i)  Sentence details:

Ashish @ Kali @ Amar S/o Sh, Raju Is undergoing life imprisonment in case FIR No.
42972010, U/S 302/394/34 [PC, P.S. Vijay Vihar, Delhi for committing murder of a
woman by knifie blow during robbery.,

(i) Deliberation:

As on 30.09.2025. the convict has undergone imptisonment for a period of 14 years, 01
month, and 25 days in actual custody and 17 years, 01 month, and 06 days including
remission. During the course of his incarceration, the convict has availed parole on 03
aceusions, emergency parole on 01 occasion, and furlough on 02 occasions.

m;urjailmmh.Hmmnvi::mﬁmdtuhulnwhﬁdinnﬁ'ﬁh:rhnimlmu:
registered as FIR No. 361/2020 under Sections 363/376 TPC & 06 POCSO Act ot
Police Station Prem Nagar, Delhi pursuant to which he was lodged in jail on
19.09.2020. The said case pertains to the period when the convict was released on
emergency parole for a period of 08 weeks from 04.04.2020 to 09.05.2020, granted by

WY
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the Government of NCT of Delhi, which was subsequently extended from time to time
due to COVID.

As per the police report dated 02.12.2025, the premature release of the convict has
been strongly opposed, keeping in view the convict is a habitual criminal and having
multiple involvements as well as poses a serious threat 1o society.

Further, during the course of deliberations, the Chief Probation Officer also did not
recommend the premature release of the convict.

In the present case, the convict was involved in the murder of a person by knife blows
during robbery with the assistance of co-inmates, which clearly establishes the scrious,
heinous, and grave nature of the offence, The manner of commission of the offence
reflects a high degree of premeditation, planning, and criminal collaboration. Such an
offence cannol be considered for leniency, particularly in view of the larger interest of
society, While examining cases for premature release, the Board is required to balance
the interests of the convict with the socictal impact and public safety, and the later
cannot be overlooked or compromised.

(iv) Recommendations:

In view of the foregoing facts and circumstances, including the heinous and grave
nature of the offence involving robbery with murder committed with premeditation and
criminal collsboration, the involvement of the convict in a fresh and serious criminal
case during the period of emergency parole, his criminal antecedents, his present age,
and the adverse reports of the police and the Chief Probation Officer, the Board is of
the considered opinion that the convict has not demonstrated genuine or sustained
reformation. The possibility of recidivism cannot be ruled out, and his release at this
stage would pose a serious threat to public safety and send a wrong message 1o society.
Accordingly, upon an overall assessment of the societal impact of the offence, the
likelihood of repetition, and the paramount need to safeguard public interest, the Board
finds the case not fit for premature release.

Therefore, the Board unanimously decided to REJECT the case for premature release
of convict Ashish @ Kuli @ Amar S/o Sh. Raju, at this stage.

Y LA W
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14 years of actual imprisonment i.e. without remission. This case has been considered
under the policy/order dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Govt. of NCT of Delhi ie.
policy that was existing on the date of conviction.

(i)  Sentence details:

Ashutosh Tiwari @ Sonu S/o sh. Rajender Prasad is undergoing life imprisonment in
case FIR No. 12872011, U/S 302/394/365/411/34 IPC, P.S. Chitranjan Park, Delhi for
commilting murder of a person during robbery,

(i)  Deliberation;

As on 30,09,2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for a period of 14 years. 01
month, and 26 days in actual custody and 16 years, 06 months, and 07 days including
remission. During the course of his incarceration, the convict has availed parole on 01
OCCasion.

As per jail record, the conviet has been involved in two (02) other criminal cases apart
from the present offence, indicating a continued pattern of criminal conduct, which
further reflects his criminal antecedents.

¢ The details of criminal cases and status of cases are as under:-

Fﬁm Case Particulars Status

1. | FIR No. 31572011, Ufs 2/3 PD Act, P.S. | Pending

Kunda, Pratapgarh |

|2 |'FIR No. 79/2023, Uis 20/29 NDPS Act, | On bail
| P8, Hari Nagar

Further, during the period of incarceration, five (05) punishments have been recorded
against the convict for violations of prison discipline. These include threatening jall
staff with false complaints, repeated recovery of prohibited articles such as tobacco,
and involvement in physical scuffles inside the jail. The recurrence and nature of these
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infractions demonstrate a lack of sustained reformative behaviour and a continued
disregard for institutional discipline.

o The details of punishment recorded during the period incarceration are as under:-

§.No. | Date of Punishment | Offence - ‘
l. |07.02.2019 Threatened to file a false complaint against jail stafl &
created a lot of nuisance
2 15082019 Recovery of some loose tobacco .
3. ] 14.01.2020 Recovery of some loose tobacco |
4. | 30.04.2020 Physical scuffle with co-acccused -
5. | 11.052020 Physical scuflle

The above conduct, when viewed in conjunction with the heinous nature of the present
offence, clearly indicates that the convict has not shown consistent improvement in
conduct or & genuine inclination towards reformation. Accordingly, the cumulative
sssessment of his criminal antecedents and jall conduct raises a reasonable
apprehension of recidivism, thereby weighing against the grant of premature release.

As per the police report dated 26.05.2025, the premature release of the convict has
heen strongly opposed, keeping in view the fact that possibility of disturbing the peace
and tranquillity in the area cannot be ruled out. Similarly, the Chief Probation Officer
has also not recommended the premature release of the convict.

In the present case, the convict was involved in committing of murder of a person
during robbery with the assistance of co-inmates, which clearly establishes the serious,
heinous, and grave nature of the offence. The manner of commission of the offence
reflects a high degree of premeditation, planning, and criminal collaboration. Such an
offence carnot be considered for leniency, particularly in view of the larger interest of
society, While examining cases for premature release, the Board is required to balance
the interests of the convict with the societal impact and public safety, and the latter
cannot be overlooked or compromised.

(iv)  Recommendations:

The Board considered the manner of commission of the offence, which involved a high
degree of premeditation, planning, and collaboration, the number of co-accused
involved. the present age of the convict, his involvement in two (02) other criminal
cases, and the multiple punishments recorded against him during the period of
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incarceration. Upon a cumulative assessment of these factors, the Board is of the
considered opinion that the possibility of recidivism cannot be ruled out at this stage.
Further, on an overall evaluation of the societal impact of the offence, the likelihood of
repetition, the extent of reformation achieved, and the question of whether further
incarceration would serve a meaningful purpose, the Board finds the case not fit for

premature release.

Therefore, the Board unanimously decided to REJECT the case [or premature release
of convict Ashutosh Tiwari @ Sonu S/o sh. Rajender Prasad, at this stage.

(i)  Elgibility conditions:
14 years of actual imprisonment i.e. without remission. This case has been considered
under the policy/order dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Govt. of NCT of Delhi ie.

policy that was existing on the date of conviction.

(i) Sentence details:

Deepak Kumar Gautam $/0 Sh. Sunder Lal Gautam is undergoing life imprisonment in
case FIR No. 12872011, U/S 302/394/365/411/34 [PC, P.S. Chitranjan Park, Dethi for
committing murder of a person during robbery.

(iii)  Deli :

As on 30.09.2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for & period of 14 years, 03
months, and 07 days in actual custody and 16 years, 06 months, and 23 days including
remission. During the course of his incarceration, the convict has availed emergency
parole on 02 occasions, and furlough on 05 occasions.

As per the police report dated 26.05.2025, the premature release of the convict has

been strongly opposed, keeping in view the fact that possibility of disturbing the peace
and tranquillity in the area cannot be ruled out. Similarly, the Chief Probation Officer
has also not recommended the premature release of the convicl,

In the present case, the convict was involved in committing of murder of a person
during robbery with the assistance of co-inmates, which clearly establishes the serious,
heinous, and grave nature of the offence. The manner of commission of the offence

’K“VA/ It
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reflects a high degree of premeditation, planning, and criminal collaboration. Such an
offence cannot be considered for leniency, particularly in view of the larger interest of
society. While examining cases for premature release, the Board is required to balance
the inferests of the convigt with the societal impact and public safety. and the latter
cannot be overlooked or compromised.

(iv) Recommendations:

The Board considered the manner in which the offence was committed, which involved
a high degree of premeditation, planning, and collaboration, the number of co-nccused
involved, the present age of the convict, and the number of occasions on which parole
and furlough were availed. Upon a cumulative assessment of these factors, the Board s
of the considered opinion that the possibility of recidivism cannot be ruled out at this
stage. Further, having regard 1o the societal impact of the offence, the likelihood of
repetition, the extent of reformation achieved, and whether continued incarceration
would serve o meaningful purpose, the Board finds the case not fit for premature
release.

Therefore, the Board unanimously decided to REJECT the case for premature release
of convict Deepak Kumar Gautam S/ Sh. Sunder Lal Gautam, at this stage.

14 years of actual imprisonment i.¢. without remission. This case has been considered
under rule 1251 of Delhi Prison Rules 2018 ie. policy that was existing on the date of
conviction.

(i)  Sentence details:
mmeﬂanﬁhﬁthmhhmmdﬂﬂhgli&imMMMFm
No. 256/2010, L/S 302/363/364-A/201/120-B/34 IPC, P.S. Vikas Puri, Delhi for
kidnapping and murder of a person age 20 years for ransom.

(iif) ~Deliberation:

As on 20,09.2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for a period of 14 years, 06
months, and 24 days in actual custody and 16 years, 06 months, and 28 days including

W v
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remission. During the course of his incarceration, the convict has availed interim bail
on 01 oceasion, and furlough on 05 cccasions.

As per the hometown police report dated 13.02.2025, the premature release of the
convict has not been recommended, keeping in view the serious and grave nature of the
offence and the adverse societal impact that the release of such a convict would entail,
gs it would send a wrong message to society. Further, during the course of
deliberntions, the Additional Commissioner of Police (Crime), Delhi Police, aiso
strongly opposed the convict’s premature release at this stage.

Although the Probation Officer, Tihar, vide report dated 21.07.2025, has recommended
the premature release of the convict, the said recommendation, when weighed against
the consistent opposition of the police authorities and the gravity of the offence, does
not outweigh the compelling grounds against such release.

In the present case, the convict was involved in the kidnapping of an engineering
student—who was a friend of a co-convict—for ransom, with the active assistance of
co-inmates. The offence squarely demonstrates a serious breach of trust and is grave,
heinous, and reprehensible in nature. The manner of commission unmistakably reflects
a high degree of premeditation, meticulous planning, and organized criminal
collaboration. Such conduct strikes at the very core of public safety and societal order
and does not warrant any indulgence or leniency.

While considering cases for premature release, the Board is duty-bound to accord
primacy to the interests of society and public safety over individual considerations. In
view of the nature of the offence, the adverse reports of all concerned authorities, and
the attendant risk to the community, the premature release of the convict would be
wholly unjustified and against the larger public interest.

(iv) Recommendations:

In view of the manner of commission of the offence, which involved a high degree of
premeditation, planning, and coliaboration; the number of co-accused involved: the
frequency with which the convict was released from jail on interim bail, parole, and
ﬁrh@&:mdhpﬁnmq:nfmmmﬂmdhdﬂmmﬂhudqﬂmnm
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the possibility of recidivism cannot be ruled out at this stage. Further, upon an overall
assessment of the societal impact of the offence, the likelihood of repetition, the extent
of reformation achieved, and the question of whether any useful purpose would be
served by premature release, the Board finds the case not it for premature release.

Therefore, the Board unanimously decided 1o REJECT the case for premature release
of convict Bhan Pratap S/o Late Sh, Kripa Shankar, at this stage.

(i)  Eligibility conditions:

14 years of actual imprisonment i.¢. without remission. This case has been considersd
under rule 1251 of Delhi Prison Rules 2018 i.e. policy that was existing on the date of
conviction,

(ii) Sentence details:

Dinesh Kumar S/o Sh. Chittar Singh is undergoing life imprisonment in case FIR No.
256/2010, U/S 302/363/364-A/201/120-B/34 IPC, P.S. Vikas Purl, Delhi for
kidnapping and murder of a person age 20 years for ransom.

(lii) Deliberation:

As on 30,09.2025, the conviet has undergone imprisonment for a period of 14 years, 04
months, and 18 days in actual custody and 16 years, 02 months, and 25 days including
remission. During the course of his incarceration, the convict has availed furlough on
05 occasions.

As per jail records, during the period of incarceration, four (04) punishments have been
recorded against the comvict for violations of prison discipline. The recorded
punishments reflect repeated instances of indiscipline and non-compliance with
institutional rules, indicating a lack of consistent reformative conduct.

s The details of punishment recorded during the period incarceration are as under:-

o

[ S.No. | Date of Punishment | Offence =
1. [ 15.042015 Abusing and hecoming aggressive with DAP, Delhi
Police escorting staff during court production _
2. | 29.10.2015 Hanging curtains in front of the camen of the barrack
3. | 09.062016 Al lock-up 01 packet of tobacco was recovered from his
possession from his relatives in the way after armival
lock-up during count production

W Lt P
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S.No. | Date of Punishment | Offence
4. | 18.08.2020 Suspicious movement in front of the ward & roaming,
01 packet of tobacco was recovered from his possession

| | during searching

The above punishments, spread over the period of incarceration, demonstrale repeated
violations of prison discipline and an absence of sustained reformative behaviour, The
cumulative jail conduct of the convict, therefore, does not inspire confidence and

weighs against the grant of premature release,

Considering all the facts and circumstances under which the offence was commited,
including the nature, gravity, and perversity of the crime, as well as the age of the
convict, the Additional Commissioner of Police (Crime), Delhi Police, during the
meeting, concluded that the propensity of the convict to commit similar offences again
cannot be ruled out. Similarly, the Chiel Probation Officer, Social Welfare
Department, Delhi, also did not support the premature release of the convict during the
meeling.

In the present case, the convict was involved in the kidnapping of an engineering
student—who was a friend of a co-convict—for ransom, with the active assistance of
co-inmates. The offence squarely demonstrates a serious breach of trust and is grave,
heinous, and reprehensible in nature. The manner of commission unmistakably reflects
a high degree of premeditation, meticulous planning, end organized criminal
collaboration, Such conduct strikes at the very core of public safety and societal order
and does not warrant any indulgence or leniency.

While considering cases for premature release, the Board is duty-bound 1o accord
primacy to the interests of society and public safety over individual considerations. In
view of the nature of the offence, the adverse reports of all concerned authorities, and
the attendant risk to the community, the premature release of the convict would be
wholly unjustified and against the larger public interest.

(iv] Recommendations:
In view of the manner of commission of the offence, which involved a high degree of
premeditation, planning, and collaboration; the number of co-accused involved; the

wo et §
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frequency with which the convict was released from jail on interim bail, parole, and
furlough; the recorded jail punishments reflecting repeated indiscipline; and the present
age of the convict, the Board is of the considered opinion that the possibility of
recidivism cannot be ruled out at this stage. Further, upon an overall assessment of the
societal impact of the offence, the likelihood of repetition, the extent of reformation
achieved, and whether any useful purpose would be served by premature reiease, the
Board finds the case not fit for premature release.

Therefore, the Board unanimously decided to REJECT the case for premature release
of convict Dinesh Kumar Sfo Sh, Chittar Singh, at this stage.

()  Eligibili fitions:
14 years of actual imprisonment i.e. without remission. This case has been considered
under the policy/order dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Gowl. of NCT of Delhi i.e.
policy that was existing on the date of conviction.

(i)  Semtence detnils:

Bhutana S/o Sh. Durg vijay is undergoing life imprisonment in case FIR No. 330/2009,
U/S 302/34 1PC, P.S. Ashok Vihar, Delhi for committing murder of a person during
quarrel.

(ili} Deliberation;

As on 30.09.2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for a period of 15 years, (8
months, and 14 days in actual custody and 19 years, and 13 days including remission.
During the course of his incarceration, the convict has availed parole on 04 occasions,
and furlough on 02 occasions.
Anpcrjni!mnrds,themnﬁ:tmhmdmh:inmlwd in & fresh criminal case
registered as FIR No. 239/2023 under Sections 370/78 of the Juvenile Justice Act and
Section 19 of the NDPS Act at Police Station Ashok Vihar, Delhi. The convict also has
a history of jumping furlough in the year 2018 and was subsequently re-arrested by the
police suthorities. Further, the convict surrendered lote by two (02) days from parole
on 23.03.2023 and was thercafier formally arrested in the aforementioned FIR No.

w7 q W §
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239/2023 at Police Station Ashok Vihar, Delhi. Additionally, multiple jail punishments
have been recorded against the convict during the period of incarceration.

s The details of punishment recorded during the period incarceration are as under:-

S.No. | Date of Punishment | Offence
L | 19032015 During searching handmade self improvised sharp edge
poker was recovered B

2. | 02.06.2015 Mishehave with Tamilnadu Special Police Staff
3. 111012018 Recovery of tbacco bundes (frough vomiting)
3, 26052018 T Furlough jumped o1
5. | 14092018 Late surrender
6. | 19.03.2019 | Recovery of prohibited articles
7. |15 IH-_;'{IIH Quarrel with other convicts |
8. | 15.04.2020 Hooting on arrival of Dy. Superintendent & self
} . inflicting injuries _ —
8. | 30.03.2023 | 02 days late surrender from parole

mmmm.wmmmwﬁnmmdmm
uiﬂmhmuf;uimn&uip&wndmuﬂmdmhﬁmfmmﬁuhmmiw.m
cumulative jail conduct of the convict, therefore, does not inspire confidence and

weighs against the grant of premature release.

As per the police report dated 08.122025 and the hometown police report dated
31.08.2025, mcmmmmlmnfth:mvidhnnﬂbmmmmmmﬂudinvhwm
his past conduct and criminal antecedents. Similarly, the Probation Officer, Mandoli,
vide report dated 25.06.2024, and the District Probation Officer, Azamgarh, Uttar
m%mmmmzs.uwﬂmuwummmm of the
convict, citing his poor reformative attitude during incarceration.

lnﬂ:pmﬂmﬂwnmﬁﬂmimnlwdhﬂtmﬁhrnhpmmuﬁ&lﬂu
assistance of co-inmates, which clearly establishes the serious, heinous, and grave
nature of the offence. The manner of commission reflects a high degree of perversity,
and any leniency :n such a case would be contrary to the larger interest of society and

public safety. le/ Q Lf.: @/
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(iv) Recommendations:

In view of the serious, heinous, and grave nature of the offence; the manner of its
commission reflecting a high degree of perversity: the present age of the convict; his
poor jail conduct marked by repeated punishments; his involvemenl in a fresh ¢riminal
case during the period of incarceration; the consistent opposition of the police and
probation authorities; and the overarching concern of public safety, the Board is of the
considered opinion that the convicl has not demonstrated  sufficient reformation.
Accordingly, the case is found not fit for premature release.

Therefore, the Board unanimously decided to REJECT the case for premature release
of convict Bhutana S/o Sh. Durg vijay, at this stage.

0 Eligibili fitions:
14ymufmwinq:ﬁmmnﬂi.e.wiﬂuﬂmniﬂinn.mismhubummidm

under the policy/order dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Govt. of NCT of Delhi ie.
policy that was existing on the date of conviction.

(i)  Sentence details:

Birju Kumar Paswan $/o0 Sh, Shakar Paswan is undergoing life imprisonment in case
FIR No. 5072010, U/S 302 IPC, P.S. Inder Puri, Delhi for committing murder of his
wife by strangulation.

(ii)  Deliberation:

As on 30.09,2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for a period of 15 years, 03
months, and 01 day in actual custody and 19 years, 10 months, and 27 days including
remission. During the course of his incarceration, the convict has availed interim bail
on 03 occasions, parole on 01 occasion, emergency parole on 02 occasions, and
furlough on 15 occasions.

The Board carefully examined and assessed the overall jail conduct of the convict
during the period of incarceration, including discipline and behaviour. I further
evaluated the propensity and likelihood of the convict committing offences again upon
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release, as well as the possibility of his reformation, rehabilitation, and reintegration as
a law-abiding and useful member of society.

The Board also took into consideration the socio-¢conomic condition of the convict's
family, the nature and gravity of the offence and its impact on society at large, the age
of the convict, and the potential risk to public safety. In addition, due weight was given
to the latest reports and assessments received from the Police authorities and the Social
Welfare Department.

Afler taking into nccount all relevant facts, materials, and circumstances of the case in
their entirety, the Board arrived at its decision.

(iv) Recommendations:

After detailed deliberation and comprehensive discussion on ull relevant aspects, as
recorded above, the Board unanimously decided to RECOMMEND the case for
premature release of convict Birju Kumar Paswan S/o Sh. Shakar Paswan, subject to
the following conditions, which shall be strictly complied with by the convict:

I, The convict shall report 1o the SHO of his native Police Station during the first
week of every month for a period of one year from the date of his release from jail,

:L'.I!'

(i) Background:
This case has been considered in compliance to the order dated 03.12.2025, passed by
the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi, in W. . (Crl.) No, 4018/2025.

(1) Eligibility conditions:

14 years of actual imprisonment i.c. withoul remission. This case has been considered
under the policy/order dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Govt. of NCT of Delhi ie.
policy that was existing on the date of conviction.
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(iii)  Sentence detals:

Brijesh (@ Birju S/0 Sh, Sohan Lal is undergoing life imprisonment in case FIR No.
476/2010, L/S 364/120-B/34 TPC, P.S. Saruswati Vihar, Delhi for kidnapping of a 08
years child for ransom.

(iv) Deliberation:

As on 30.09.2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for a period of 14 years, 09
months, and 15 days in sctual custody and 18 years, 05 months, and 27 days including

remission. During the course of his incarceration, the convict has availed parole on 01
occasion, emergency parole on 02 occasions, and furlough on 01 occasion.

The Board carefully examined and assessed the overall jail conduct of the convict
during the period of incarceration, including discipline and behaviour. Tt Further
evaluated the propensity and likelihood of the convict committing offences again upon
release, as well as the possibility of his reformation, rehabilitation, and reintegration as
a law-abiding and useful member of society.

The Board also took into consideration the socie-economic condition of the convict's
family, the nature and gravity of the offence and its impact on society at large, the age
of the convict, and the potential risk to public salety. In addition, due weight was given
to the latest reports and assessments received from the Police suthorities and the Social
Weliare Department.

Afier taking into account all relevant facts, materials, and circumstances of the case In
their entirety, the Board arrived at its decision.
(v) Recommendations:

After detailed deliberation and comprehensive discussion on all relevant aspects, as
recorded above, the Board unanimously decided to RECOMMEND the case for
premature release of convict Brijesh @ Birju S/o Sh. Sohan Lal, subject to the
following conditions, which shall be strictly complied with by the conviet:
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| The convict shall not enter the NCT of Dethi for a period of one year from the date
of his release from jail, except with prior intimation to the concemed police
authorities for cogent reasons.

2. The convict shall report to the SHO of his native Police Station during the first
week of every month for a period of one year from the date of his release from jail.

()  Eligbil i
14 years of actual imprisonment i.e. withou! remission. This case has been considered
under the policy/order dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Govt. of NCT of Delhi ie
policy that was existing on the date of conviction.

(i)  Sentence details:

Chandgi Ram S/o Sh. Satya Prakash is undergoing life imprisonment in case FIR No.
433/2000, LV/S 302/323/325 IPC & 27/30 Arms Act, P.S. Anand Viher, Defhi for
committing murder of a person with gunshot during quarrel.

(iii)  Deliberation:

As on 11.08.2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for a period of 15 years, 07
months, and 12 days in actual custody and 19 years, 02 months and 21 days including
remission. During the course of his incarceration, the convict has availed interim bail
on 01 occasion, emergency parole on 02 occasions, and furlough on 03 occasions.
There is no adverse conduct reported during the periods of interim bail, emergency
parole, and furfough availed by the convict.

The Board carefully examined and assessed the overall jail conduct of the convict
during the period of incarceration, including discipline and behaviour. It further
evaluated the propensity and likelihood of the convict committing offences again upon
release, as well as the possibility of his reformation, rehabilitation, and reintegration as
a law-abiding and useful member of society.

The Board also took into consideration the socio-economic condition of the convict’s
family, the nature and gravity of the offence and its impact on society at Jarge, the age
of the convict, and the potential risk to public safety. In addition, due weight was given
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io the latest reports and assessments received from the Police authorities and the Social
Welfare Department.

After taking into account all relevant facts, materials, and circumstances of the case in
their entirety, the Board arrived at iis decision,

(iv) Recommendations:

After detailed deliberation and comprehensive discussion on all relevant aspects, as
recorded above, the Board unanimously decided to RECOMMEND the case for
premature release of convict Chandgi Ram S/o Sh. Satya Prakash, subject to the
following conditions, which shall be strictly complied with by the convict:

1. The convict shall not enter the NCT of Delhi for a period of one year from the date
of his release from jail, except with prior intimation to the concerned police
authorities for cogent reasons.

2. The convict shall report to the SHO of his native Police Station during the first
week of every month for a period of one year from the date of his release from jail.

14 years of actual imprisonment i.e. without remission. This case has been considered
under the policy/order dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Govt of NCT of Delhi ie.
policy that was existing on the date of conviction.

(i)  Sentence details:

Deepek Rawat (@ Deepu S/o Sh. Vijay Rawat is undergoing life imprisonment in case
FIR No. 231/2009, U/S 302/120-B/34 [PC, PS. Nab Sarai, Delhi for committing
murder of a person over issue of property.

(iii) Deliberation;
As on 30.09.2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for a period of 15 years, 07
months, and 17 days in actual custody and 18 years, 03 months and 26 days including
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remission. During the course of his incarceration, the convict has availed interim bail
on 05 occasions, parole on 01 ocession, and furlough on 06 occasions. There is no
adverse conduct reported during the periods of interim bail, parole, and furlough
availed by the convict.

The Board carefully examined and assessed the overall jail conduct of the convict
during the period of incarceration, including discipline and behaviour. It further
evaluated the propensity and likelihood of the convict committing offences again upon
release, as well as the possibility of his reformation, rehabilitation, and reintegration as
a law-abiding and useful member of society.

The Board also took into consideration the socio-economic condition of the convict's
fiamily, the nature and gravity of the offence and its impact on society at large, the age
of the convict, and the potential risk to public safety. In addition, due weight was given
o the latest reports and assessments received from the Police suthorities and the Social
Welfare Department.

After taking into account all relevant facts, materials, and circumstances of the case in
their entirety, the Board arrived at its decision.
(iv) Recommendations:

After detailed deliberation and comprehensive discussion on all relevant aspects, ss
recorded above, the Board unanimously decided to RECOMMEND the case for
premature release of convict Deepak Rawat @ Deepu Sio Sh. Vijay Rawat, subject
o the following conditions, which shall be strictly complied with by the convict:

I. The convict shall not enter the NCT of Delhi for a period of one year from the date
of his release from jail, except with prior intimation to the concerned police
authorities for cogent reasons.

2. The convict shall report to the SHO of his native Police Station during the first
week of every month for a period of one year from the date of his release from jail,
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)  Eligibili fitions:

14 years of actual imprisonment i.¢. without remission. This case has been considered
under the policy/order dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Gowi. of NCT of Delhi ie.
policy that was existing on the date of conviction.

(i)  Senience details:

Dharmender Kumar Paswan Sfo Sh. Ram Bachan Paswan is underpoing life
imptisonment in case FIR No. 411/2010, U/S 302/201 IPC, P.S, Okhla Industrial Area,
Delhi for committing murder of his wife by strangulation

(i) Deliberation:

As on 30.09.2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for a period of 14 years, (2
months, and 04 days in actual custody and 17 years, 10 months, and 15 days including
remission. During the course of his incarceration, the convict has availed parole on 01
occasion, emergency parole on 02 occasions, and furlough on 08 occasions. There is no
adverse conduct reported during the periods of parole, and furlough availed by the

convicl.

The Board carefully examined and assessed the overall jail conduct of the convict
during the period of incarceration, including discipline and behaviour. It further
evaluated the propensity and likelihood of the convict committing offences again upon
relense, as well as the possibility of his reformation, rehabilitation, and reintegration as
a law-abiding and nseful member of society.

The Board also took into consideration the socio-economic condition of the convict's
fumily, the nature and gravity of the offence and its impact on society at large, the age
of the convict, and the potential risk to public safety. In addition, due weight was given
to the latest reports and assessments received from the Police authorities and the Social

Welfare Department.

After taking into account all relevant facts, materials, and circumstances of the case in
their entirety, the Board arrived at its decision.
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(iv) Recommendations:

After detailed deliberation and comprehensive discussion on all relevant aspects, as
recorded above, the Board unanimously decided 1o RECOMMEND the case for
premature release of convict Dharmender Kumar Paswan S/o Sh. Ram Bachan
Paswan, subject to the following conditions, which shall be srictly complied with by
the convict:

1. The convict shall not enter the NCT of Delhi for a period of one year from the date
of his release from jail, except with prior intimation to the concerned police
authorities for cogent reasons.

3, The convict shall repart to the SHO of his native Police Station during the first
week of every month for a period of one year from the date of his release from jail.

(i)  Eligibility conditions:
14 years of actual imprisonment Le, without remission. This case has been considered
under the policy/order dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Govt. of NCT of Delhi i.e.

policy that was existing on the date of conviction.

(i)  Senignce details:

Harjeet Singh @ Raju S/o Sh. Man Mehan Singh is undergoing life imprisonment in
case FIR No, 25372011, U/S 302/324 IPC, P.S. KN, Katju Marg, Delhi for committing
murder of his mother-in-law by stabbing.

(iii) Deliberation;

As on 30,00.2025, the convict has undesgone imprisonment for a period of 14 years, 03
months, and 07 days in actual custody and 18 years, 01 month, and 12 days including
remission, During the course of his incarceration, the convict has availed parole on 02
occasions, emergency parole on 02 oceasions, und furlough on 13 occasions. There is
no adverse conduct reported during the periods of parole, and furlough availed by the
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The Board carefully examined and assessed the overall jail conduct of the convict
during the period of incarceration, including discipline and behaviour. It further
evaluated the propensity and likelihood of the conviet committing offences again upon
release, as well as the possibility of his reformation, rehabilitation, and reintegration as
a law-abiding and useful member of society.

T'he Board also took into consideration the socio-economic condition of the convict's
family, the nature and gravity of the offence and its impact on society at large, the age
of the convict, and the potential risk to public salety, In addition, due weight was given
10 the latest reports and assessments received from the Police authorities and the Social
Welfare Department.

After taking into account all relevant facts, materials, und circumstances of the case in
their entirety, the Board arrived at its decision.

(iv) Recommendations:

After detailed deliberation and comprehensive discussion on all relevant aspects, as
recorded above, the Board unanimously decided 1o RECOMMEND the case for
premature release of convict Harjeet Singh @ Raju S/o Sh. Man Mohan Singh, subject
to the following conditions, which shall be strictly complied with by the convict:

I. The convict shall report to the SHO of his native Police Station during the first
week of every month for a period of one year from the date of his relcase from jail.

(i) Eligibility conditions:
14 years of actual imprisonment j.e. without remission. This case has been considered

under the policy/order dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Govi. of NCT of Delhi ic
policy that was existing on the date of conviction.
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(i)  Semience details;

Hemant @ Pandit S/o Sh. Prahlad is undergoing life imprisonment in case FIR Nao,
548/2008, /S 302/307/324/34 IPC, P.S. Nangloi, Delhi for committing murder of a
person by knife blows.

(iii) Deliberatipn:

As on 30.09.2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for a period of 14 years,
and 21 months in actual custody and 17 years, 11 months, and 24 days including
remission. During the course of his incarceration, the convict has availed interim bail
on 02 occasions, parole on 02 occasions, emergency parole on 02 occasions, and
furlough on 16 occasions.

As per jail records, the convict has a history of absconding during emergency parole
w.e.f, 07.04.2023, demonstrating o disregard for legal obligations and institutional
nﬂm.Hemsuhs:qumﬂrapprﬂuﬂednrdmmﬂndhrmpulhamﬂiﬂinm
25.04.2024. Such conduct reflects poor self-discipline, lack of responsibility, and raises
serious concerns regarding the convict's propensity to flout the law, which weighs
heavily against the grant of prematire release.

As per the police reports dated 02.12.2025 and 28.10.2025, the premature release of the
eonvicl has not been recommended, keeping in view the convict's past conduct and
criminal antecedents. Although the Probation Officer, Tihar, has favourably supported
the premature release of the convict, the said recommendation does not outweigh the
adverse police assessments.

In the present case, the convict was involved in the committing murder of a person by
knife blows with the assistance of co-inmates, which clearly establishes the serious,
heinous, and grave nature of the offence. The manner of commission of the offerce
reflects a high degree of premeditation, planning, and criminal collaboration. Such an
offence cannol be considered for leniency, particularly in view of the larger interest of
society. While examining cases for premature release, the Board is required to balance
the interests of the convict with the societal impact and public safety, and the latter

cannol be overlooked or compromised.
4 L
AP L%

Page 73 of B8



Minute of Board mesting held pn 23" December, 2023

(iv) Recommendations:

In view of the manner of commission of the offence involving a high degree of
premeditation, planning. and collaboration; the number of co-accused involved; the
history of absconding during emergency parole; the reports of the Police and the Social
Welfare Department; and the present age of the convict, the Board is of the considered
opinion that the possibility of recidivism cannot be ruled out at this stage. Further,
upon an overall assessment of the societal impact of the offence, the likelihood of
repetition, the extent of reformation achieved, and whether any useful purpose would
be served by premature release, the Board finds the case not fit for premature release.

Therefore, the Board unanimously decided 1o REJECT the case for premature release
of convict Hemant @ Pandit $/o Sh. Prahlad, at this stage.

(iy  Eligibitity conditions:
14 years of sctual imprisonment Le. without remission. This case has been considered

under the policy/order dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Govt. of NCT of Delhi i.e.
policy that was existing on the date of conviction.

(i)  Sentence details:

Humesh (@ Babu (@ Murari S/o Sh. Basanta Ram is undergoing life imprisonment in
case FIR No. 211/2010, U/S 302/34 IPC, P.S. Nihal Vihar, Delhi for committing
murder of & person during quarrel.

(ifi) Deliberation;

As on 30,09.2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for a period of 14 years,
and 29 days in actual custody and 15 years, 05 months, and 25 days including
mnﬁﬂimmﬁngﬂmmmufhisimmmﬁmmnmﬁnmwﬂledhmﬁmhﬁl
on 01 occasion, parole on 01 occasion, and furlough on 06 occasions. There is no
adverse conduct reported during the periods of interim bail, parole, and furlough

availed by the ::t. Q Lf ﬁ W
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The Board carefully examined and assessed the overall jail conduct of the convict
during the period of incarceration, including discipline and behaviour. Tt further
evaluated the propensity and likelihood of the convict committing offences again upon
release, as well as the possibility of his reformation, rehabilitation, and reintegration as
a Jaw-abiding and useful member of society.

The Board also took into consideration the socio-economic condition of the convict's
family, the nature and gravity of the offence and its impact on socicty ut large, the age
of the convict, and the potential risk to public safety. In addition, due weight was given
to the latest reports and assessments received from the Police authorities and the Social

Welfare Department.

After taking into account all relevant facts, materials, and circumstances of the case in
their entirety, the Board arrived at its decision

(iv) Recommendations:

Afer detuiled deliberation and comprehensive discussion on all relevant aspects, as
recorded above, the Board unanimously decided to RECOMMEND the case for
premature release of convict Humesh @ Babu (@ Murari S/o Sh. Basanta Ram,
subject to the following conditions, which shall be strictly complied with by the

convict;

|. The convict shall report to the SHO of his native Police Station during the first
week of every manth for a period of one year from the date of his release from jail.

@ Eligibi itions:
Hymnrmmllmpdumnﬂni.n.whhnnmmisﬁmnium!nb&mwmidmd

under the policy/order dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Govt. of NCT of Delhi i.e
policy that was existing on the date of conviction. /
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(i)  Sentence details;

Parveen (@ Naveen @ Vicky S/0 Sh. Digpal is undergoing life imprisonment in case
FIR No. 21172010, U/S 302/34 IPC, P.S. Nihal Vihar, Delhi for committing murder of
a person during quarrel,

(iif)y  Deliberation:

As on 30.09.2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for a period of 14 years,
and 04 months in sctual custody and 15 years, 10 months, and 07 days including
remission. During the course of his incarceration, the convict has availed interim bail
on 01 occasion, parole on 01 occasion. There is no adverse conduct reported during the
periods of interim bail, and parole, availed by the convict.

The Board carefully examined and assessed the overall jail conduct of the convict
during the period of incarceration, including discipline and behaviour. It further
evaluated the propensity and likelihood of the convict committing offences again upon
release, as well &5 the possibility of his reformation, rehabilitation, and reintegration as
u law-ahiding and useful member of society.

The Board also wok into consideration the socio-economic condition of the convict's
family, the nature and gravity of the offence and its impact on society ai large, the age
of the convict, and the potential risk to public safety. In addition, due weight was given
to the latest repotts and assessments received from the Police suthorities and the Social
Welfare Department.

After taking into account all relevant facts, materials, and circumstances of the case in
their entirety, the Board arrived at its decision.

(iv)  Recommendations:

After detailed deliberation and comprehensive discussion on all relevant aspects, as
recorded above, the Board unanimously decided to RECOMMEND the case for
premature release of convict Parveen @ Naveen @ Vicky S/o Sh. Digpal, subject to the
following condition, which shall be strictly complied with by the convict:

W) B
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I The convict shall report to the SHO of his native Police Station during the first
week of every month for & period of one year from the date of his release from jail.

()  Eligibil ltions
I4 years of actual imprisonment i.e. without remission. This case has been considered
under the policy/order dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Govt. of NCT of Delhi ie.
policy that was existing on the date of conviction.

(i) Sentence details:

lagbir Singh @ Tony S/o Sh. Satyaram Yadav is undergoing life imprisonment in case
FIR No. 83/2005, U/S 363/364-A/120-B/34 IPC, P.S. Sultan Puri, Delhi for kidnapping
of a minor child (age-05 years) for ransom,

(i) Deliberation:

As on 30.09.2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for 4 period of 14 years, 04
months, and 20 days in actual custody and 17 years, 05 months, and 14 days including

remission. During the course of his incarceration, the convict has availed parole on 01
occasion, and furlough on 04 occasions.

As per jail records, the convict has a history of sbsconding during parole w.e.l.
13.01.2013, which was granted by the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi in WP, (Crl.) No.
I570/2013, thereby demonstrating a clear disregard for legal obligations and
institutional rules. Later on, He was apprehended and re-arrested by the police
authorities on 26.12.2019. Such conduct reflects poor selfidiscipline and lack of
responsibility, and raises serious concerns regarding the convicts propensity to flout
the law, which weighs heavily against the grant of premature release,

As per the police report dated 02.12.2025, the premature release of the convict has not
been recommended, keeping in view the conviet's previous conduct and antecedents.
Further, apart from the present case, the convict has been involved in the following
criminal cases:-

| S.No. [ Case Particulars i L | =
LI |FIR No. 9072001, U’S 364/307/302/201 IPC, PS Makhanpur, Firozabad, UP
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2. FIR No. 5472002, U/'S 03 UP Gunda Act, PS Makhanpur, Firozabad, UP
3. FIR No. 7872005, U/S 307 IPC, PS Shikohabad, Firozabad, UP
4 FIR No. 79/2005, U/S 25/54/59 Arms Act, PS Shikohabad, Firozabad, UP |

Likewise, the hometown police report dated 04,02.2025 has also not recommended the
premature release ol the convict, citing his propensity to reoffend and the likelihood of
his involvement in criminal activities in the future,

Further, during the course of deliberations, the Chief Probation Officer also did not
recommend the premature release of the convict.

In the present case, the convict was involved in the kidnapping of a five (05) year old
minor child for ransom with the assistance of co-inmates, which clearly establishes the
serious, heinous, and grave nature of the offence. The manner of commission of the
offence reflects a high degree of premeditation, planning, and criminal collaboration.
Such an offence cannot be considered for leniency, particularly in view of the larger
interest of society, While examining cases for premature release, the Board is required
to balance the interests of the convict with the societal impact and public safety, and
the latter cannot be overlooked or compromised.

(iv) Recommendations:

In view of the manner of commission of the offence involving a high degree of
premeditation, planning, and collaboration; the number of co-accused involved; the
convict's history of shsconding from parole; the adverse reports of the police
suthorities; the number of occasions on which parole and furlough were availed; and
the present age of the convict, the Board is of the considered opinion that the
possibility of recidivism cannot be ruled out at this stage. Further, upon an overall
assessment of the socieral impact of the offence, the likelihood of repetition, the extent

of reformation achieved, and whether any useful purpose would be served by
premature release, the Board finds the case not fit for premature release.

Therefore, the Board unanimously decided to REJECT the case for premature release
of convict Jagbir Singh @ Tony S/o Sh. Satyaram Yadav, at this stage.
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(i)  Eligibility conditions:

|4 years of actual imprisonment i.e. without remission. This case has been considered
under rule 1251 of Delhi Prisons Rules-2018.

(i)  Senience details;

Jaswant S/o Sh, Thakur Dass is undergoing life imprisonment in case FIR No.

170/2010, U/S 302/365/201/120-B//34 IPC & 25 Arms Act, P.S. Pabarganj, Delhi for
hiring the cab, abduction & murder of the cab driver by gunshot.

(i)  Deliberation:

As on 30.09.2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for a period of 14 years, 08
months, and 04 days in actual custody and 16 years, 06 months and 28 days including
remission. During the course of his incarceration, the convict has availed interim bail
on (13 occasions, and furlough on 06 occasions. The convict also surrendered late by 01
day from interim bail.

As per juil record, the convict has been involved in two (02) other criminal cases apart
from the present offence, indicating & continued pattern of criminal conduct, which
further reflects his criminal antecedents.

» The details of criminal cases and status of cases are as under:-

8. No. | Case Particulars Status i
I. |FIR No. 2592001, U/s 379/411 IPC, | Sentence Completed
P.8, Sihani CGate, Ghazisbad, UP on 19.03.2018
2. | FIR No. 1062010, U/s 25/54/59 Arms | Sentence Already Undergone
Act, P.S, Rajender Nagar, Delhi on 13.02.2019

Further, during the period of incarceration, thirteen (13) punishments have been
recorded against the convict for violations of prison discipline. These include
threatening jail staff with false complaints, repeated recovery of prohibited articles
such as tobacco, and involvement in physical scuffles inside the jail. The recurrence
and nature of these infractions demonstrate a lack of sustained reformative behaviour
and a continued disregard for institutional discipline.
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[SNo. | Date of Punishment | Offence
1— 1. | 17.052011 Recovered 01 packet tobacco from his undergarments |
L2 |1l.1L2012 20 grm. tobacco recovered
| 3. |18052012 20 grm. tobaceo recovered
4. | 10.07.2012 01 pouch tobacco was recovered from his possession
B | at court lock-up
5. | 03.09.2013 A surgical blade was found while vomiting while
medical examination at DDU Hospital
6. | 25.02.2016 Misbehaving with on duty doctor with aggression
7. | 01.082016 Wrong statement as he tried to misguide through on
duty Asstt. Supdt.
8 | 17.10.2016 One kancha (gola) of handmade tobscco was
S recovered in court lock-up
9. [09.05.2018 Fighting with other co-convict
10, | 04.11.2019 Roaming in another juil/ward without any valid reason
11. |08.01.2020 One Rs. 2000/~ currency note was recovered from
possession of CTP
12, | 10.11.2020 Roaming in another ward without any valid reason
convici
13. | 09.12.2020 Fighting, abusing and assault between co-convict

The above conduct, when viewed in conjunction with the heinous nature of the present
offence, clearly indicates that the convict has not shown consistent improvement in
conduct or a genuine inclination towards reformation. Accordingly, the cumulative
assessment of his criminal antecedents and jail conduct raises a reasonable

apprehension of recidivism, thereby weighing against the grant of premature release.

As per the police report dated 15.02.2025, the premature release of the convict has
been strongly opposed, keeping in view the comvict's previous conduct and
antecedents. Although the Probation Officer, Mandoli, has favourably supported the
pmmtmmlmuufﬂtmwichﬂwmidmmmmdaﬂmdumnMnmﬁghth:
adverse police assessments.

Inthcmwuﬂcmﬂumiﬂminmlwdinhirhglﬂhmdthﬂﬁﬂﬁahhmﬂm
and murdering the cab driver by gunshot, with the sssistance of co-acoused, which
ﬂﬂﬂrmﬂﬁﬂnhmmauﬂgﬂcmu{ﬂuuﬁm.Mmﬂwnf
commission reflects a high degree of premeditation, meticulous planning, and criminal
collabaration. Such an offence does not merit leniency, particularly in view of the

w s B
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larger interest of society. While examining cases for premature release, the Board is
required to balance the interests of the convict with the societal impact and public
safety, and the latter cannot be overlooked or compromised.

(iv) Recommendations:

In view of the manner of commission of the offence involving a high degree of
premeditation, planning. and collaboration; the number of co-accused involved; the
adverse jail conduct of the convict marked by repeated punishments for indiscipline:
his involvement and conviction in other criminal cases; and the present age of the
convict, the Board is of the considered opinion that the possibility of recidivism cannot
be ruled out at this stage. Further, upon an overall assessment of the societal impuct of
the offence, the likelihood of repetition, the extent of reformation achieved, and
whether any usefil purpose would be served by premature release, the Board finds the
case not fit for premature release.

Therefore, the Board unanimously decided to REJECT the case for premature release
of convict Jaswant S/o Sh, Thakur Dass, at this stage.

(i)  Eligibility conditions:

14 years of actual imprisonment i.e. without remission. This case has been considered
under the policy/order dated 16.07.2004 issued by the Govt. of NCT of Delhi ie.
policy that was existing on the date of conviction.

(i}  Sentence details:

Jhunde Lal 8/o Sh, Salig Ram (@ Nanhe is undergoing life imprisonment in case FIR
No. 221/2010, U/S 302/201/34 IPC, P.S. Nihal Vihar, Dethi for committing murder of
a his wife by strangulation over strained relations.

(iii) Deliberation:

As on 20,09.2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for a period of 14 years, 07
moniths, and 11 days in actual custody and 18 years, 08 months, and 10 days including
lmhﬂmmﬁngmtmnfhhimmhmﬁmhuﬂd[ﬁpmmkmﬂz

occasions, emergency parole on 01 occasion, and furlough on 03 occasions. There is no

e () l{/| 'Eﬁ
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adverse conduct reported during the periods of parole, and furlough availed by the

convicl.

The Board carefully cxamined and assessed the oversll jail conduct of the convict
during the period of incarceration, including discipline and behaviour. It further
evaluated the propensity and likelihood of the conviet committing offences again upon
release, as well as the possibility of his reformation, rehabilitation, and reintegration as
& law-abiding and useful member of society.

The Board also took into consideration the socio-economic condition of the convict’s
family, the nature and gravity of the offence and its impact on society at large, the age
of the convict, and the potential risk to public safety. In addition, due weight was given
1o the lntest reports and assessments received from the Police authorities and the Social
Welfare Department.

After taking into account all relevant facts, materials, and circumstances of the case in
their entirety, the Board arrived at its decision.

(iv) Recommendations:

After detailed deliberation and comprehensive discussion on all relevant aspects, as
recorded above. the Board unanimously decided to RECOMMEND the case for

premature release of convict Jhunde Lal S/o Sh. Suliq Ram @ Nunhe, subject to the
following conditions, which shall be strictly complied with by the convict:

| The convict shall not enter the NCT of Delhi for a period of one year from the date
of his release from jail, except with prior intimation to the concerned police
authorities for cogent reasons.

2. The convict shall report to the SHO of his native Police Station during the first
week of every month for a period of one year from the date of his release from jail.

Tl s B
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This case has been considered on the direction of the Home Department, Govt. of NCT
of Delhi vide letter reference no. F.18/46/2024/Home(G)/Prisons/3361-62 dated
(4.11.2025 on the representation filed by the convict under Article 72 of the
Constitution of India seeking grant of pardon of the remaining portion of the sentence

of life imprisonment.

(i)  Sentence details:

Rahul Gupta 8/o Late Sh, Raj Kumar Gupta is undergoing life imprisonment in case
FIR No. 256/2010, /S 302/364-A/201/34 IPC, P.S. Vikas Puri, Delhi for kidnapping
and murder of a person for ransom.

(iii) Deliberation:

As on 31.10.2025, the convict has undergone imprisonment for a period of 13 years, 05
months, and 06 days in actual custody and |5 years, 03 months, and 07 months
including remission. During the course of his incarceration, the convict has avalled
interim bail on 01 occasion, parole on 02 occasions, and furlough on 05 occasions.

As per the police report dated 28.11.2025, the premature release of the convict has
been strongly opposed, keeping in view the adverse affect on the society and thére is
possibility of contacting his associates and indulging in criminal activities,

However, the Probation Officer, Tihar, vide report dated 15.09.2025, favourably
support the premature release of convict.

In the present case, the convict was involved in the kidnapping and murder of an
engincering student—who was a friend of conviet—for ransom, with the active
assistance of co-inmates. The offence squarely demonstrates a serious breach of trust
and is grave, heinous, and reprehensible in nature. The manner of commission
unmistakably reflects a high fegree of premeditatign, meticulous planning, and
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arganized criminal collaboration. Such conduct strikes at the very core of public safety
and societal order and does not warrant any indulgence or leniency.

While considering cases for premature release, the Board is duty-bound to accord
primacy to the interests of society and public safety over individual considerations. In
view of the nature of the offence. the adverse report of the police authority, und the
attendant risk to the community, the premature release of the convict would be wholly
unjustified and sgainst the larger public interest.

(v)  Recommendations.

In view of the manner of commission of the offence involving a high degree of
premeditation, planning and collaboration, the number of co-accused, and the present
ngcufﬂumnﬁct.thcﬂmﬁisnfﬂucmuiﬁmdupiniml!ﬂlhepmm‘h&llt)ral’
mcidiﬁmnmmulh:mhamnuﬂtiaﬂage.nnmnwrnllmmmnfﬂnmiml
hnpuﬁnfﬂmuﬂ'mm.mﬂikd!haﬂdufupcﬁﬁmﬂwntnﬂﬂfmmﬂmm
mmwusnﬂ:ipummewmﬂdbtuwndbjﬁmhnrinmwmim.mmﬂd
finds the case not fit for premature release.

Therefore, the Board unanimously comes 1o the conclusion NOT TO RECOMMEND
the case for premature release under Article 72 of the Constitution of India.

9, Mlﬂu:mrmumnmdedhythnﬂmdihﬂlb:mlumdsuhjmm&ﬂ
spproval of Competent Authority i.e. Hon'ble L.G, and also subject to the conditions
imposed to be complied strictly by all concerned convicts.

10, Tr:mmﬂfmmnmﬂhumﬂh}rﬂmrdisgwmuhcluw:

Item | Name E:d
Na. mmendation
1. | Dal Chand 5/0 Hari Singh Regected
2. | Dafip Singh 5/0 Bahadur Singh Recommended
3. | Irfan Badshah 5/0 Abdul Jabbar Recommended
4 |Kenneth Chidi Onyeaghala S/O  Richard | Recommended
Onyeaghala

WL §
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ltem | Name
No. E:::lmdllinn
5. | Mohit Chouhan S/0 Satish Chouhan Recommended
6. | Puran Singh @ Vipin 5/O Raghuraj Singh Rejected
7. | Rohtash S/0 Ram Swaroop Recommended
8. | Sanjeev Mahajan S/O Schan Lal Recommended
9. | Mohd. Shahid 5/0 Mohd. Mohid Recommended
10.| Somnath @ Putll 5/0 Bhikhari Lal Recommended
11.| Subhash Chander 5/0 Hari Chand Recommended
12.| Vinod @ Vinoda (@ Bole S/O Kamta Prasad @ | Recommended
Kamita Yadav
13| Usman Khan @ Bunty S/0 Shahbuddin Khan Rejected
14.| Babu Lal S/O Param Lal Recommended
15.| Devender Pal Singh Bhullar S/O Balwant Singh Rejected
16.| Rajinder @ Jinder 5/0 Nathu Ram Rejected
17.| Sanjay @ Sanju S/0 Devki Nandan Recommended
1%.| Hopeson Ningshen 5/0 N. Pishang Recommended
19.| Chetan 5/0 Bhoji Ram Rejected
20.| Rahul @ Budh Prakash S/O Mahesh Rejecied
21.| Mohd. Yunus 5/0 Hazi Muslim Recommended
22. Ajay @ Gadnu S/0 Goli Yadav Rejected
23.| Ajay @ Sunder Pal $/O Sh. Bhishan Singh Rejected
24.| Amarjeet @ Raju 5/0 Sh. Mohan Singh Recommended
25.| Amit Kumar S/Q Surender Kumar Recommended
26.| Anil 5/0 Sh, Javar Singh Rejected
27.| Kaushal Singh S/O Rajender Singh Rejected

w { A
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Item | Name qurd
No. ecommendation
28.| Mehtab S/O Haji Mohd, Yamin Rejected
294 Anll @ Rajesh S/O Ram Kalan Rejected
30.{ Gareeba S/0 Ram Nath Rejected
31.| Anil Kumar 5/0 Daya Shankar Recommended
32.] Arshad S/O Asgar Recommended
33.| Ashish @ Kali @ Amar /O Sh. Raju Rejected
34.| Ashutosh Tiwari @ Sonu S/0 Sh. Rajender Prasad | Rejected
35.| Deepak Kumar Gautam S/O Sunder Lal Gautam | Rejected
36.| Bhan Pratap S/O Kripa Shankar @ Pratap Rejected
37.| Dinesh Kumar 5/0 Chittar Singh Rejected
38.] Bhutana S/0 Durg Vijay Rejected
39.] Birju Kumar Paswan S/0 Shankar Paswan Recommended
40.| Brijesh @ Birju S/0 Sohan Lal Recommended
41.| Chandgi Ram S/O Satya Prakash Recommended
12.] Deepak Rawat @ Deepu S/0 Vijay Singh Recommended
43.| Dharmender Kumar Paswan S/O Ram Bachan | Recommended
Paswan
44.| Harjeet Singh @ Raju S/0 Man Mohan Singh Recommended
45.| Hemant @ Pandit 5/0 Prahlad Rejected
46.| Humesh @ Babu @ Murari 5/0 Basanta Ram Recommended
47.| Parveen @ Naveen @ Vicky S/O Digpal Recommended
48] Jagbir Singh @ Tony S/O Satyaran Yadav Rejected
49.| Jaswant S/0 Thakur Dass Rejected
50. Jhunde Lal 5/0 Salik Ram Recommendad

w (| kg
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ltem | Name tm
No. endation

139.| Rahul Gupta 5/0 Raj Kumar Gupta Not Recommended

1. Thus, as abulated at para 10 above, the Board at its meeting held on 23.12.2023
has recommended 27 cases for premature release, 24 cases rejected.

12, The meeting ended with a vole of thanks to the chair.

II.-".
\L lo
(Sharad Kumar) (Mangesh Kashyap)
Chief Probation Officer Addl. Commissioner of Police (Crime)
Department of Social Welfare Delhi Palice/Member
GNCT of Ded/Member (As nominated by Commissioner of Police)
W)
{Surhcl:rlﬁ. Rathi) (5.B.K. Singh)
District Judge Director General of Prisons
Central Dhstrict, Delhi/ Member GNCT of Delhi/Member Secretary

(As nominated by D&S), Hgs, Delhi)

-

Additional Chief Secretary (Home)
GNCT of Delhi/Member

A

(Ashi '\'lf" .
Hon'ble Hime Minister
GNCT of Delhi’Chairman
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(i)

Sh. Ashish Sood
Hon ble Home Minister
Gove of NCT of Delhi

Chairman

(i)

Sh. Bipul Pathak
Additional Chief Secretary (Home)
Govt. of NCT of Delhi

(i)

Sh. 5.B.K. Singh

Director General of Prisons
Govt. of NCT of Dethi

Member Secretary

(iv)

Sh. Surinder S. Rathi

Disirict Judge

Central District, Tis Hazari Courts, Delhi

(As nominated by Principal D&SJ, Hqs, Delhi)

(v)

Sh. Mangesh Kashyap
Additional Commissioner of Police (Crime) Delhi Police
(As nominated by Commissioner of Police)

— P N e

Member

Member

(vi)

Sh. Sharad Kumar
Chief Probation Officer
Department of Social Welfare

ol

Govt. of NCT of Delhi

Member
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