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RAJASTHAN HIGH COURT. JODHPUR

No.Gen/XIX/Miscl976l2026l.l.LSl Datezl.9...l0712026

From : Registrar General,
Rajasthan High Court,
Jodhpur.

To All the District & Sessions Judges,
Rajasthan.

Sending a copy of Record of Proceedings / Order Dt. 15.05.2026

passed in Special Leave Petition (Crl.) No. 2053 of 2026.

Sir

With reference to above cited subject, I am directed to send

herewith a copy of the Record of Proceedings / Order Dt. 15.05.2026

passed by Hon'ble the Supreme Court of India, New Delhi in Special

Leave Petition (Crl.) No. 2053 of 2026 titled Ayushi Mittal @ Ayushi

Agarwal vs. State of Rajasthan & Anr. with request to circulate the

same amongst all the Courts situated in your judgeship for necessary

action.

Yours

Encl.: As above
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ITEM NO.16 COURT NO.1 SECTION II.D

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crt. )

No(s).2s53/2O26

[Arising out of impugned finat judgment and
tL-t2-2O25 in SBCRLMIBA No.13229/2025 passed
Court of Judicature for Rajasthan at Jodhpurl

order dated
by the High

AYUSHI MITTAL @ AYUSHI AGARWAL

STATE OF RAJASTHAN & ANR.

IA No. 36740/2026
IMPUGNED JUDGMENT,
FILING O.T.

Date :

today.

Petitioner ( s )

VERSUS

Respondent ( s )

- EXEMPTION FROM FILING C/C OF TI{E
IA No. 36741"/2026 - EXEMPTION FROM

15-05-2026 This matter was called on for hearincy

HON'BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE JOYMALYA BAGCHT

For Petitioner(s) :Mr. Tushar Agarwal, Adv.
I'1r. Arun Kumar, Adv.
Mr. Amarjeet Singh, AOR
tls. Rashi Chaudhary, Adv.

For Respondent(s) :Mr. Divynk Panwar, Adv.
Mr. Saurabh Rajpal, Adv.
tr1s. Nidhi Jaswal, AOR

Suryaprakash V. Raju, A.S.G.
Zoheb Hussainzoheb Hussain, Adv.
Sairica Raju, Adv.
Annam Venkatesh, Adv.
A.nimesh upadhyay, Adv.
Arvind Kumar Sharma, AOR

uPoN hearing the counsel the court made the foltowing
ORDER

1. rn view of the f inding given by the Reg.is trar
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(Judiciat), the officers,/officials of the Registry are

advised to remain more careful in future.

2. The pertitiorrer happens to be the wife of the main

accused. Their Company - M/s Ablaze Info Solutions Pvt.

Ltd. (AISPL) is said to have ciuped investors to the tune of

Rs. 37oo crores (wrongly mentioned as Rs. 37000 crores in

our order dated 23.03.2026).

3. The petitioner and her associates are arrayed as

accused in 257 simi.tar cases. She is said to have been

grantod bait Ln 254 cases.

4. The irrstant petition pertains to the petitioner's

praye r f or bail in FIR llo,1,B/2OL8, registered at Police

Station Nayashehar, District Bj.kaner, Rajasthan, under

Sectj.ons 420, 406 and 120-8 of the Indian Penat Code 1860.

5. The pctitioner was first arrested on 26.L2.20L7 by

Uttar Pradesh Potice in FIR No.259/2Ot7, registered at

Potice Station Kavi Nagar, Uttar Pradesh. The instant FIR

No.18/2018 was registered on 10.01.2018. The FIR reveals a

digitat marketing-based scam, in which the company, AISPL

of f ened pa:Ld online tasks like shari-ng advertisements in

return for promised earnings. Users were required to

purchase .tDs,/packages by paying upf t'ont money uith

assurance of regular return. This is how hundreds of

j-nvestors on a pan-India basis har;e been duped.

6. Though considering the gravity of the offence and its

financial r'amifications, coupted with the fact that there

are hundreds of victims throtrghout the country, we woutd
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have dectined bait, but for the following mitigating

circumstances:

(i) The petitioner is a woman and was inducted as Director

after her marriage.

(ii) The Kingpin appears to be her husband, who is also in

custody.

(iii) Substantj.al assets of more than Rs.650 crores have

atready been attached by the Enforcement Directorate, in

addition to Rs.130 crores by Uttar Pradesh Special Task

Force (UPSTF).

7. It is further ctaimed that the Company in default has

atready refunded over Rs.2600 crores to the investors. This

is an unverified fact, and hence, tro retiance can be

placed.

8. Be that as it may, the petitioner has been in custody

since the year 2OL7. Therc erre multiple cases in different

parts of the country, anr! the conctusion of the trj-at witt

take time.

9. Taking into consideration all the attending

circumstances, the prayer for bail is altowed, and the

petitioner is directed to be released on bail subject to

her f urnishing bait brrnris to the satisf action of the

Additional Chiet' Judicial l4agistrate, Bikaner.

10. It is, however, directed that no Court shalt de-freeze

the assets attached by the Enforcement Di-rectorate, UPSTF

or any other State Agr:,irc5: titl atl the t riats are

concluded. Similarty, the Enforcement Directorate./State
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Potice or any other Investigating Agency shatl be entitted

to attach the left out immovable/movabte assets of the

petitloner, her famity, close retatives or atl those

associates, who are suspected to have been the beneficiary

of the defrauded money. None of such assets shatt be

reteased by any judi.ciat/quasi-judiciat body or PMLA court

without the teave of tltis Court. 
.

J tt. The Additionat Chief Judiciat Magistrate, Bilcaner,

shalt impos;e such other conditions which witt ensure that

the petitioner appears before the different Courts anci does

not evade the process of taw.

72. This order shalt not be treated as a parity for the
a,

purpose of consideri,ng the prayer for bail by the

pet5-tioner's husband or any other accused.

13. The Special Leave Petition 1s, accordi.ngty, disposed

of. Pendinq applications, if any, atso stand closed.

(ARJUN BTSHT)
ASTT, REGI$TRAR.cUm-PS

(PREETHI DILEEP KUMAR)
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR

,



Communications Should be

and not by Name
Code - 110001

to Registrar by

From:
The Assistant Registrar,
Supreme Court of India, New Delhi.

To,

THE REGISTRAR,
HIGH COI.'RT OF JUDICATI.]RE FOR
RAJASTTIAN AI JODHPUR
DISTRICT- JODIIPUR, RAJASTHAN
REF: S.B. CRIMINAL MISC. BAIL
AP P LICATION NO. 1 3229/2025

* z rtu,, couRT oF ADDTTToNAL sESSToNS
JUDGE NO. 5,

BIKANE& RAJAST}IAN
DISTRICT:. BIKANE& RAJASTHAN
REF: MISC, CRL. NO.73/2025; CIS NO.;
1428/2025

* 3 THE ADDITIONAL CHIEF JUDICIAL
MAGISTRATE,
DISTRI CT: BIKANER, RAJASTIIAN
REF: FIR NO. 1B/2018 DATED 10.1..2018
REGIS TERED AT P. S..NAYAY S HE HAR

*a rrm STATE oF RAJAsrHAhr,
THROUGH CHIEF SECRETARY, HOME
DEPARTMENT,
SECRETARIAT,
DISTRICT: JAIPUR, RAJAS'I}IAN

*s 'rnr srATE oF urrAR PRADEsrr,
THROUGH CHIEF SECRETARY, LAI,
BAHADUR SHASTRI BTIA}VAN,
SAROJINI NAIDU MARG,
DISTRICT: LUCKNOW UTTAR PRADESH

6 TTIE JAILOR,
DISTRICT JAIL.LUC KNOW,
DISTRICT: LUCKNOW UTTAR PRADESH

Dellvent Mode: Speed Pos.t

D. No. s659/2026 /SEC-II-D
SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
NEW DELHI
16th May, 20

PID: 135003/2026IN
NO.20s3/2026 (SEC rr-D)

PID: 1350M/2026 tN SLP(CRL)
NO.2o53/2026 (SEC II-D)

PID: 13500512026 IN SLP(CRL)
NO.2053/2026 (SEC rI-D)

PID: 135006/2026 IN SLP(CRL)
NO.2053/2026 (SEC rr-D)

PID: 135007 12026 IN SLP(CRL)
NO.20s3/2026 (SEC rr-D)

PID : 13500812026 IN SLP(CRL)
NO.20s3/2026 (SEC rr-D)

S PE C IAL LE Av LPE TrTI o N..GBIMINAU No. 2 0 5._3. _O F 2 0 2 6

(From the Judgment and Order dated the llth D,:c...'nb*r, l:025 of the High Court of Judicature for
Rajasthan at Jodhpur,, RAJASTHAN in StlCil.Ln:Il3A No. L3229 of 2025)

AYUSHI MITTAL @ AYUSHI AGARWAL Petitioner(s)/Appellant(s)

VERSUS

STATE OF RAJASTHAN & ANR. Respondent(s)

Sir,

Please find enclosed herewith a certified copy of this Hon'ble Corfi's Record of Pror:eeding dated

\

.*+'.
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15th May, 2026, passed in the matter above rnentioned, along with schedule containing firll amehded
cause title of the parties, fo'necessary action.

* Yo, are requesterl to commturicate this Hon'ble Court's older to the concerned Trial Court and
other authorities expeditiou sly.

Copy to :-
1Mr. Amarjeet Singh (adv.)

2 Ms. Nidhi Jaswal (atlv.)

3 Mr. Arvind Kumar Sharma (adv.)

,(ry faithfully,

1 ffi,r
ftr 

s s t srer.l'r RE G I STRAR

n

, ffiro,
[ssrsrnrYr 

REGTsTRAR
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Certified to be true copynt trar (Juoi.l
A

's-
of lndta

ITEM NO.16 COURT NO.1 SECTION II.D

SUPRET4E COURT OF TNDIA
RECORD OF PROCEEDIiIGS

Petition(s) for
ilo(s) -2953/2s26

Special Leave to Appeal (Crl. )

[Arising out of impugned finat judgment and
l1-L2-2925 in SBCRLI,IIBA No.13229/2025 passed
Court of Judicature for Rajasthan at Jodhpurl

order dated
by the High

AYUSHI ],IITTAL @ AYUSHI AGARWAL Petiti.oner ( s )

VERSUS 360?10ij8
STATE OF RAJASTHAT.I & AttIR Respondent ( s )

rA No. 36749/2026
Il,lPUGttlED JUDGilEtlT,
FILING O.T.

- EXEIITPTION FROM FILING C/C OF THE
IA l.lo, 36741/2926 - EXEtjlPTIOtl FROM

Date : 15-e5-2926 This matter was called on for hearing
today.

coRAltl HOt{'BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE
HOI{,BLE lIR. JUSTICE JOYI,IALYA BAGCHI

For Petitioner(s) :ltlr. Tushar Agarwal, Adv.
l.lr. Arun Kumar, Adv.
tqr. Amarjeet Singh, AoR
lils. Raslri Ghaudhary, Adv.

For Respondent(s) Mr. Divynk Panwar, Adv.
l.lr. Saurabh Rajpat, Adv.
l,ts. ilidhi Jaswat, AoR

Plr.
ilr 

"

Ms.
l.lr.
Mr.
Mr.

Suryaprakash V. Raju, A.S.G.
Zoheb Hussainzoheb Hussain, Adv.
Sairica Raju, Adv.
Annam Venkatesh, Adv"
Animesh Upadhyay, Adv.
Arvind Kumar Sharma, AoR

UPOiI hearing the couttsel the Court made the following
ORDER

1. In view of thc finding given by the Registrar
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(Judiciat), the officers/officiats of the Registry are

advised to remain more careful in future.

2. The petitioner happens to be the wife of the main

accused. Thej-r Company - F{/s Abtaze Info Sotutions Pvt.

Ltd. (AISPL) is said to have duped investors to the tune of

Rs. 3700 crores (wrongty mentioned as Rs. 37000 crores in

our order dated 2:r.03 ,2026) ,

3. The petitioner and her associates are arrayed as

accused in 257 similar cases. She is said to have been

granted bait in 254 cases.

4. The instant petition pertains to the petitioner's

prayer for bait in FIR No.18./2018, registered at Police

Station Nayashehar, District Bi.kaner, Rajasthan, under

Sections 420, 4oG and 120-8 of tlre indian Penal Code 1860.

5. The petitioner was I'irst arrested on 26.L2.2gLt by

Uttar Pradesh Pr:tice in FIR No.259/2AL7, registered at

Folice Station Kavi Nagar, Uttar Pradesh. The instant FIR

No.18/2018 was rr:gistered on 10.01.2018. The FIR reveats a

digital marketing-based scam, in which the company, AfSPL

offered paid onl.ine tasks like sharing advertisements 1n

return for prorn-lsed earni.ngs. Users were requi"red to

purchase IDs./packages by paying upfront money with

assurance of rcgutar return. This is how hundreds of

investors on a pan-India tlasi-s have been duped.

5. Though consi.dering the gravity of the offence and its
financiat ramifjcations, coupted with the fact that there

are hundreds of vi.ct j-ms throughout the country, we woutd
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have dectined bait, but for the fottowing mitigating

circumstances:

(i) The petitioner is a woman and was inducted as Director

after her marriage.

(ii) The Kingpin appears to be her husband, who is atso in

custody.

(iii) Substantj-al assets of more than Rs.650 crores have

atready been attached by the Enforcement Directorate, in

addition to Rs.130 crores by Uttar Pradesh Speciat Task

Force (UPSTF).

7. It is further ctarimed that the Company in default has

atready refunded over Rs.2600 crores to the investors. This

is an unverified fact, and hence, no reliance can be

ptaced.

8. Be that as it rfly, the petitioner has been in custody

since the year 29t7. There are multiple cases in different

parts of the country, and the conctusion of the triat witl
take time.

9. Taking into consideration att the attending

circumstances, the prayer for baj.l is allowed, and the

petitioner is directed to be released on bait subject to

her furnishing bait bonds to the satisfaction of the

Additionat Chief Judicial Flagis'trate, Bikaner.

10. It is, however, directed tlrat no Court shatt de-freeze

the assets attached by the Enforcement Directorate, UPSTF

or any other State Agency titt alt the trj"ats are

concluded. Similarly, the Enforcement Directorate,/State
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Potj.ce or any other Investigating Agency shatt be entitted

to attach the left out immovable./movabte assets of the

petitioner, her fami.ly, close relatives or att those

associates, who ilre suspected to have been the beneficiary

of the defrauded money. None of such assets shall be

reteased by any judicial/quasi-judi-ciat body or P!,ILA Court

without the teavt: of this Court.

11 . The Addi.tionat Chief Judicial trlagist rate, Bikaner,

shatl impose such other condttions which wilt ensure that

the petitioner appears before the different Courts and does

not evade the process of l-aur.

L2. This order shatt no'L be lr-eated a:i a parity f or the

purpose of considering the prayer for bait by the

petitioner's husband or alry other accused.

13. The Speci-al- Leave Pet j.tion is, accordingty, disposed

of. eending applications, if any, atso :;tand closed.

M*,*
(ARJUir 'BTSHT)

ASTT. REGTSTRAR. Cum-PS

$,
lo

(PREETHI DILEEP KUl-tAR)
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR

*"-
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AMENDED MEMO OF PARTIES

(AS PER HON'BLE COURT',S ORD,ER DT. 23.03.2026)

IN TIIE SUPREME COI.]RT OF INDIA

CRIMTNAL APPELLATE J URISDICTION

SPECIAL LEAVE PETITION (CRL) NO. 20s3 OF 2026

(Under Order XXII Rule 2(t) of thc Supreme Court Rules 2013)

(Under article 136 of the Constitution of India)

(Against the Comrnon Impugned Final Judgrnent and order dated

1l,,.12.2025 passed by the Hon'ble High Court of Judicature for

Ra.iasthan at Jodhpur in S.B. Criminal Misc. Bail Application No. -

13229 of2025)

With

Prayer for Interinr Relief

TN THE MATTER OF:

BEFORE

THE, TRIAI",

COURT

Accused

BEFORE

THE

HON'BLE

Htcu

Coun'r

Petitioner

BEponp

TI"IIS

HON'BLE

CouRr

PetitionerI AYUSHI MITTAL @

AYUSHI AGARWAL

Wife of Shri Anubhav
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Miual,

Daughter of Raghuveer

Saran, Aged about 32 years.

resident of 864, Flarjindra

Nagar, 2 Babulal Ka Hattha

Kanpur Sadar, [ lttar

Pradesh (Preserrtly Lodged

In Central Sub Jail

Lakhnau)

State of Rajasthan

Home Deparlment

"lhrough Chie f Secretary

Tilak Marg, C Scherne

nshok Nagar, Jaipur

Rajasthan 302005

India

Directorate of Enforcement

Through Director

PMLA LKO

Lucknow Z.onal Office

Business Park 2n'l lloor

VERSUS

Prosecution Respondent

No. I

Respondcnt

No. I

+2. Not a Party Not a Party Respondent

No.2

I
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166 Ashoka Marg

Lucknow -2260A6

FILED BY
DATED: 04.04.2026
NIlW DEI-HI

*,,?
[AMARJEET SINGH]

AOR FOR PETITIONEI{

+ J- 1 I-d J o4 -ta.1rJ,*1 *r' \'
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