THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA : CUTTACK

From

The Registrar General,
Orissa High Court, Cuttack

To
T DISHIEE & SEF810RE JUHEE «.oommmmsoncomansusormmmmomsmeasms gy apmmasnmmses (All)

Sub:- Forwarding of Orders dtd.15.05.2026 passed in Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.)
No. 2053 of 2026 [Ayushi Mital @ Ayushi Agarwal v. State of Rajasthan &
Anr.] and dated 18.05.2026 passed in SLP (Criminal) No. 3559 of 2026
[Radhey Shyam & Another v. Assistant Commissioner] by the Hon'ble
Supreme Court of India regarding restraint on de-freezing of assets attached
by ED/STF.

Sir,

I am directed to forward herewith copies of the Orders of the Hon'ble
Supreme Court of India dated 15.05.2026 passed in Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.)
No. 2053 of 2026 [Ayushi Mital @ Ayushi Agarwal v. State of Rajasthan & Anr.] and
dated 18.05.2026 passed in SLP (Criminal) No. 3559 of 2026 [Radhey Shyam &
Another v. Assistant Commissioner] regarding restraint on de-freezing/ release of
assets attached or frozen by the Enforcement Directorate (ED) or Special Task
Force (STF) pending conclusion of criminal proceedings/ Trials, for your information
with a request to circulate the same amongst all the Judicial Officers working under

your control for their information and guidance.

Yours faithfully,

T
(% g,)(, e
REGISTRAR GENERAL lic

Encl:- As above.
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OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT JUDGE, GANJAM, BERHAMPUR.

e-mail: dsj.ganjam-od@indiancourts.nic.in

Memo No. ':]SUQ,(Q)/dtd- 18 |06 ( 2006

Copy along with its enclosure is forwarded to: -
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15.
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19.
20.

21.

22.

23.

The Judge, Family Court, Berhampur
The Spl. Judge (Vig.), Berhampur
The Additional District Judge-cum-Spl. Court under POCSO Act, Berhampur
The Ad-hoc Additional District Judge, (FTSC) under POCSO Act, Berhampur
The Presiding Officer, Designated Court under OPID Act, Berhampur
The 1% /2" 3" Addl. District Judge, Berhampur
The Addl. District Judge (LR & LTV), Berhampur
The Additional District Judge, Aska / Bhanjanagar / Chatrapur / Khallikote / Kodala
The Chief Judicial Magistrate, Ganjam, Berhampur
The Addl. Chief Judicial Magistrate, Berhampur
The ASJ-cum-Registrar, Civil Courts, Berhampur
The Civil Judge (Sr. Divn), Berhampur
The Civil Judge (Sr. Divn.), Aska / Bhanjanagar / Chatrapur / Hinjilicut / Khallikote /
Kodala / Purushottampur / Sorada / Digapahandi
The Civil Judge (Sr. Divn.) (Commercial Court), Berhampur
The 1%/ 2™ Additional Civil Judge (Sr. Divn.), Berhampur
The Civil Judge (Sr. Divn.) (LR & LTV), Berhampur
The Civil Judge, Berhampur / The Civil Judge-cum-JMFC, Aska
The SDJM, Berhampur / Bhanjanagar / Chatrapur
The J.M.F.C(Rural) (Cog.Taking.), Berhampur
The JMFC Aska (Cog.) / Bhanjanagar / Buguda / Chatrapur / Digapahandi /
Hinjilicut / Jagannathprasad/ Kabisuryanagar / Khallikote / Kodala / Patrapur /
Polasara / Purushottampur / Seragada / Soroda / The Nyayadhikari,
Gramnyayalaya, Sanakhemundi/ The JMFC (Transport), Berhampur / All the
JMFCs, Berhampur/ Aska
The Executive Assistant, District Court, Ganjam, Berhampur
for information and guidance.
The System Officer, District Court, Ganjam, Berhampur for information with a
direction to upload the same on the Official Website of Ganjam Judgeship for
general information.
Guard file.

Registrar,

Civil Courts, Berhampur.
| %)
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ITEM NO.16 COURT NO.1 N II-D
N z
SUPREME COURYHORZ T nD 1A
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS ‘
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal {cril.)

No(s).2053/2026

[Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated
11-12-2025 in SBCRLMIBA No.13229/2025 passed by the High
Court of Judicature for Rajasthan at Jodhpur]
AYUSHI MITTAL @ AYUSHI AGARWAL Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

STATE OF RAJASTHAN & ANR. Respondent(s)

IA No. 36740/2026 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING C/C OF THE
IMPUGNED JUDGMENT, IA No. 36741/2026 - EXEMPTION FROM
FILING O.T.

Date 15-05-2026 This matter was called on for hearing
today.

CORAM HON'BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE JOYMALYA BAGCHI

For Petitioner(s) :Mr. Tushar Agarwal, Adv.
(] ) Mr. Arun Kumar, Adv.
tﬂk Qﬂ Mr. Amarjeet Singh, AOR
path ﬂ////// Ms. Rashi Chaudhary, Adv.
)|/ For Respondent(s) :Mr. Divynk Panwar, Adv.
Mr. Saurabh Rajpal, Adv.
Ms. Nidhi Jaswal, AOR
Mr. Suryaprakash V. Raju, A.S.G.
Mr. Zoheb Hussainzoheb Hussain, Adv.
Ms. Sairica Raju, Adv.
Mr. Annam Venkatesh, Adv.
Mr. Animesh Upadhyay, Adv.
Mr. Arvind Kumar Sharma, AOR
Swﬂpwmw UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following

ARJUN BI
Date; 20380516

10:39:59 I5]
Reason: —]
of

1. In view

the

ORDER

finding given by the Registrar




(Judicial), the officers/officials of the Registry are
advised to remain more careful in future.

2 The petitioner happens to be the wife of the main
accused. Their Company - M/s Ablaze Info Solutions Pvt.
Ltd. (AISPL) is said to have duped investors to the tune of
Rs. 3700 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 similar cases. She is said to have been
granted bail in 254 cases.

4. The instant petition pertains to the petitioner’s
prayer for bail in FIR No0.18/2018, registered at Police
Station Nayashehar, District Bikaner, Rajasthan, wunder
Sections 420, 406 and 120-B of the Indian Penal Code 1860.
5. The petitioner was first arrested on 26.12.2017 by
Uttar Pradesh Police in FIR No0.259/2017, registered at
Police Station Kavi Nagar, Uttar Pradesh. The instant FIR
No.18/2018 was registered on 10.01.2018. The FIR reveals a
digital marketing-based scam, in which the company, AISPL
offered paid online tasks 1like sharing advertisements in
return for promised earnings. Users were required to
purchase 1IDs/packages by paying upfront money with
assurance of regular return. This is how hundreds of
investors on a pan-India basis have been duped.

6. Though considering the gravity of the offence and its
financial ramifications, coupled with the fact that there

are hundreds of victims throughout the country, we would

2



have declined bail, but for the following mitigating
circumstances:

(1) 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) Substantial assets of more than Rs.650 crores have
already been attached by the Enforcement Directorate, 1in
addition to Rs.130 crores by Uttar Pradesh Special Task
Force (UPSTF).

Iy It is further claimed that the Company in default has
already refunded over Rs.2600 crores to the investors. This
is an wunverified fact, and hence, no reliance can be
placed.

8. Be that as it may, the petitioner has been 1in custody
since the year 2017. There are multiple cases 1in different
parts of the country, and the conclusion of the trial will
take time.

9. Taking into consideration all the attending
circumstances, the prayer for bail is allowed, and the
petitioner 1is directed to be released on bail subject to
her furnishing bail bonds to the satisfaction of the
Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate, Bikaner.

10. It is, however, directed that no Court shall de-freeze
the assets attached by the Enforcement Directorate, UPSTF
or any other State Agency till all the trials are

concluded. Similarly, the Enforcement Directorate/State




Police or any other Investigating Agency shall be entitled
to attach the 1left out immovable/movable assets of the
petitioner, her family, close relatives or all those
associates, who are suspected to have been the beneficiary
of the defrauded money. None of such assets shall be
released by any judicial/quasi-judicial body or PMLA Court
without the leave of this Court.

11. The Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate, Bikaner,
shall impose such other conditions which will ensure that
the petitioner appears before the different Courts and does
not evade the process of law.

12. This order shall not be treated as a parity for the
purpose of considering the prayer for bail by the
petitioner’s husband or any other accused.

13. The Special Leave Petition is, accordingly, disposed

of. Pending applications, if any, also stand closed.

(ARJUN BISHT) (PREETHI DILEEP KUMAR)
ASTT. REGISTRAR-cum-PS ASSISTANT REGISTRAR
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Petition for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.) No. 3559/2026

[Arising out of impugned judgment and order dated 24-12-2025
in CRMM No. 68186/2025 passed by the High Court of Punjab &
Haryana at Chandigarh]

RADHEY SHYAM & ANR. Petitioner (s)
VERSUS

ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER Respondent (s)

(IA No. 62080/2026 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING C/C OF THE

IMPUGNED JUDGMENT)

Date : 18-05-2026 This matter was called on for hearing
today .

CORAM : HON'BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE JOYMALYA BAGCHI

For Petitioner(s) :Mr. C. George Thomas, AOR
Mr. Vaibhav Sethi, Adv.
Mr. Nizam Pasha, Adv.

For Respondent(s) :Mr. Davinder Pal Singh, A.S.G.
Mr. Gurmeet Singh Makker, AOR
Mr. Sanjay Tyagi, Adv.
Mr. Praneet Pranav, Adv.
Mr. Nikhil Aradhe, Adv.

UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following

ORDER

1: The petitioners seek enlargement on regular bail in a
case alleging offences punishable under Sections 9 and 9AA of
the Central Excise Act, 1944, Sections 83, 89, 89(4), and
89(1) (a) of the Finance Act, 1994, read with Section 174 of

the Central Goods and Services Tax Act, 2017. All these




offences are alleged in the Complaint bearing No. CIS
No.COMA/77/2024 titled “Assistant Commissioner, CGST
Division, Hisar v. M/s. Future Maker Life Care Pvt. Ltd. &
Ors.”

2. From the allegations, it is discernible that petitioner
No.l was the Managing Director and petitioner No.2 was the
Chairman-cum-Managing Director of M/s. Future Maker Life Care
Pvt. Ltd., which was engaged in multilevel direct marketing
by supplying various agricultural products, health products,
textiles, etec., through direct sellers. As regards the
alleged cheating done by the Company with the
investors/customers, the amount runs into almost Rs.3,000
crores. So far as the case in hand is concerned, it pertains
to the alleged failure of the petitioners in not properly
discharging the tax liability of the company. The GST returns
from March, 2018 onwards were not filed, and wvarious
statutory tax liabilities were avoided as a result of which
the petitioners’ company has suffered an assessment order of
54,77,88,938/- for the period from October, 2016 to June,
2017.

3. It seems that the petitioner’s company had paid a sum of
Rs.36 crores out of the above-stated tax liability. It
further appears that the petitioner No.l remained in custody
in the predicate offences for a period of more than 4% years
and 1*: months in these proceedings, and he was eventually
granted bail by this Court. Petitioner No.2 remained in

custody in the predicate offence for a period of 3 years and
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9 months and 6 months in these proceedings. The petitioners
have now been arrested in the subject complaint for their
failure to discharge the tax liability. Though the attachment
of a cash amount of Rs.261 crores or of some immovable assets
of the company and the petitioners’ family members is far
less to satisfy the overall claims against the company, it
seems to us that no useful purpose shall be served by keeping
the petitioners in custody s; far as this case is concerned.
4. It may also be relevant to mention that the petitioner
No.l was granted interim bail vide order dated 04.05.2026 on
account of the alleged precarious health condition of his
wife, who was required to undergo some surgery. The
petitioner No.l’s wife has not undergone such surgery, and as
per the medical certificate dated 16.05.2026, her current
condition may pose a significant risk to her health in the
event of surgery.

5, Be that as it may, taking into consideration all the
attending circumstances, however, without expressing any
opinion on merits, the instant petition is disposed of and
the petitioners are directed to be released on bail subject
to their furnishing bail bonds to the satisfaction of the
Court of Chief Judicial Magistrate, Hisar.

6. It is, however, made clear that the movable and
immovable assets including bank accounts of petitioners
company, their family members and those who are found
associated shall remain attached and no Court shall pass any

order de-freezing those accounts without prior permission of




this Court and/or except in such cases where such accounts
are required to be are operated or assets are required to be
disposed of for reimbursement of the verified claims of the

investors/customers of the subject company.

7. Pending application(s), if any, shall stand closed.
(NITIN TALREJA) (PREETHI DILEEP KUMAR)
ASTT. REGISTRAR-cum-PS ASSISTANT REGISTRAR
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