HYDERABAD

S.GOVERDHAN REDDY
Dt: 11.11.2025

REGISTRAR GENERAL

Ta i Bl

All the Unit Heads.in the State of Telangana.

SiryMadam,

Sub:- High Coyrt for tite State of Telangana - Letter received from
the Assistant Registrar, Supreme Court of India, New Delhi —
Farwarded @ certified copy of the order dt.28.07.2025 in
Crimifiel Appeal Nd.3219 of 2025 between Gajanan Dattatray
Gace Vs, State of Maharashtra - As directed — Forwarding the
same-far infarmation and netessary cormpliance — Reg.

Ref- Letter 0.No.36759/2025/8EC-1I, dt.14:08.2025 from the
Assistant Registear, Supreme Court of India, New Delhi along
with & capy of the oFder.

XWX E
The Horr'ble Supreme Court-of 'Indi:r while passing orders in Criminal Appeal
N0.3219 of 2025 between Gajanan Oattatray Gore Vs. State of Maharashtra,
ued certain directions, for commpiiance. '
Therefare, as directed, while enclosing a copy of the order of the Hon'ble

Supreme Court dt.28.072025 in Criminal Appeal No.3219 of 2025 between

2 9 NOV 202iiaS

Gajanan Dattatray Gore V. State of Maharashtra, I am to request you to circulate
a copy of the above said order among the Presiding Officers, in your Unit and to

sea that the directions made by the order of the Hon'ble Supreme Court are being

complied with.

Yours sincerely,

AN

REGISTRAR GENERAL
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From.

The Assistant Registran
Bopreme Court of India, New Deliv,

| THE REGISTRAR GENERAL;
HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADES H AT
AMRAVATI,
PHRA PRADESH.

THE REGISTRAR GENBRAL,

HIGH COURT FOR THE §TATE OF TELANGANA
ATHYDERABAD,

DISTRICTH HYDERABAD, TELANGANA.

3 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL,
HIGH COURT OFJUDICATURE AT HYDERABAD
FOR THE STATFE OPTHE STATE OF ANDHRA
PRADESH,
DISTRICT- HY DERABAD; ANDHRAPRADESH

4 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL,
GAUHATI HIGH COURT,
DISTRICT- GUWAHATT, ASSAM

5 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL,
HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA,
DISTRICT- PATNA, BIHAR

6 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL,
HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY,
DISTRICT MUMBAL MAHARASHTRA

7 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL,
HIGH COURT OF CHHATISGARHM AT BILASPUR,
DISTRICT BILASPUR, CHHATTISGARH

8 THE REGISTIRAR GENERAL,
HIGH COURT OF DELII AT NEW DELMI,
DISTRICT- NEW DELHL DELHI

9 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL,
HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT AT AHMEDAGAD,
DISTRICT AHMEDABAD, GUIARAT

10 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL,
HIGH COURT OF HIMACHAL PRADESH AT
SHIMLA,
DISTRICT- SHIMLA, HIMACHAL PRADESH

11 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL,

HIGHCOURT OF IAMMU & KASHMIRANIDX
LADAKIH AT JAMMLU,

DISTRICT- IAMMU, JAMMU & KASHMIR

12 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL,

HAGH COURT OF JHARKHAND AT RANCHI,
DISTRICT RANCHI, JHARKHAND
(f

ZHIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA AT BENGALURU,

Y5 DISTRICT- BANGALORE, KARNATAKA

o~

abbutvianiy

PID: 197216/3025 PN CRLA NOE2192025
(SEG 11-A)

.

D1 99221712035 N QRLA.NOJ219/2025
(SEG i=4)

V) I5s LOZ2TRAMS OV CRL.A. NO32192025
SBC I1-a)

PID»T92209/2075 IN CRLA. NQ.A2 192025
(SEC Dy

BID: 1922202025 1N CRIsA, ND32192025
(SEC {14)

PIDT RIS N CRLA_KO.5192038
(SECUA]

BID: [UARZ2/2075.0N CRLA. KO I 1W2025
(SEGH-A] .

BID»192223/20%5 1Y TRL.A. NO.3219/2025
BEC T1-A)

BlD: 102224203518 GRUA.-RO.32192025
(SEC I1-A)

EID: 102225/2025. I8 CRIA. NO.IZ219/2025
(SECILA)

PID0: 1622 26:2025:0N CRLA. NO.3219/2025
(SECTU-A)

PIDS 192227/2025: 1N CRL.A, NO.3219/2025
(SEC 11-4)

PLDZ 19222872025 1N CRL.A. NO.3Z19/2025

(SECULA)

3
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14 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL, PID# 19222972025 IN (.RLA.W! ,‘dg:’
HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM, (SEC1I-A) - iy
DISTRICT- ERNAKULAM, KERALA ¥ <
24
15 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL, '
HIGH COURT OF MADHYA PRADESHPRINCIPAL. PI0: 19223072025 IN CR mmoamvg?w
SEAT AT JABALPUR, (SECLI-A) R
DISTRICT: JABALPUR, MADIYA PRADESH -
‘ . 16 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL, PID: 19223172025 IN CRL.A. NO3229!
' HIGH COURT OF ORISSA AT CUTTACK, (SEC 11-A) .

DISTRICT- CUTTACK,, ORISSA.

17 THE REGISTRAR-GENERAL, i %, %
HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT PID: 19223272025 IN CRL.A. NOSTIHS S
CHANDIGARH, (SEC II-A)

DISTRICT: CHANDIOARH, GHANDIGARH

18 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL, _ , ,
HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR RAJASTHAN PID) 19223312025 IN CRL.A. NO3216/2025
AT JODHPUR, (SEC1I-A)
DISTRICT- JODHPUR, RAJASTHAN

b

19 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL, PID: 19223472025 IN CRL.A.NO3209/202%5
HIGH COURT OF 8]KKIM AT GANGTOK, (SEC 11-A)

DISTRICT- EAST, SIKKIM

] L
20 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL,
HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRASAT  PID! 1922352025 IN CRL.A. NO—”"’M
CHENNAL (SECT-A)

DISTRIOT- CHENNAI, TAMIL NADU

21 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL, PID3192236/2025 IN CRL.A. NO3219J2025°
HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURBAT ALLAHABAD, (SEC 11-A)

DISTRICT- ALLAHABAD, UTTAR PRADESH

22 THE REGISTRAR‘GENERAL, PID: 192237/2025 IN CRLA. Nusmhu*.
HIGH COURT OF UTTARAKHAND AT NAINITAL, (SEC 11.A) :

DISTRICT- NAINITAL, UTTARAKHAND

23 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL, 2 PID: 19223872025 IN CRL.A. NO3219[2025
HIGH COURT AT CALCUTTA, (SEC 11-A) . :
DISTRICT- KOLKATA, WEST BENGAL 3
/4 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL, PID: 1922392025 IN CRL.A. NO.3292025
HIGH COURT OF MANIPUR AT IMPHAL, (SEC 11-A)

DISTRICT- IMPHAL WEST, MANIPUR |

N

IHE REGISTRAR GENERAL, PID: 192240/2025 IN CRL. A.Nuamsa!ozs- e

HIGH COURT OF MEGHALAYA, SEC 11.A) acwl
DISTRICT EAST KHASI HILLS, MEGHALAYA ,

"
o~

THE REGISTRAR GENERAL,
HIGH COURT OF TRIPURAAT AGARTHALA, .
DISTRICT- WEST TRIPURA, TRIPURA. b

&9+ THE ADDITIONAL SESSIONS JUDGE; B
SATARA, MAHARASHTRA. ‘
(REE: CRIM, BAIL APPLICATION NO. qmozo) PID: 19224172025 IN CRL.A. NO. 5239120‘2.-

(SEC 11-A)
Af THESHO, :
SATARA CITY POLICE STATION, o

DISTL. SATARA, MAHARASHTRA.
(REF,;; C.R. NO., 652/2023)
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Ly i ' LRIMINALAPPEAL N0, 3219 OF 2025 @ SLP(CRL.) NQ. 10749 OF 2075

gtput:blank

‘
=" (REN®: INTERIM APPLICATION NO. 4524/2024 TN CRIMINAL BAIL APRLIGATIQN NO. 44572024 OF HIGH
_ COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY)

e . ..~ Pelitioner(s)

THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND Hoss

ANOTHER 4 -
Sig,

1'am direeftd to forward herewith, a cerfified copy of the orderof this Codry cmﬂiln!ﬂ io thie Signed order-dated
28th July, 2025 passed by this Hon'ble Court in (he mistier above-menlioned f6¢ yaur inTagmatfon, néessary aclion and
campliance,

Please acknowledge receipt

Yours faithfully,

Q««:“Qﬁ(

rAs'qgﬂm REGISTRAR

PRINCIPAL DISTRICT AND SESSIONS COURT:
BHADRADRI KOTHAGUDEM

Endt.Dis.No. 4:3‘.2‘8 Date: ).12.2025
// Communicated //

The Officers are instructed to follow the Circular received from the
Hon'ble High Court for the State of Telangana regarding an order
Dt:28.07.2025 in Crl.Appeal N0.3219/2025 for information and
necessary compliance and also directed the concerned Superintendents
to download the copy from the District Judiciary Website.

PRINCIPAL DISTRICT AND SESSIONS JUDGE,
BHADRADRI KOTHAGUDEM.
To
All the Judicial Offi cers working in the Unit of District Judge,
Bhadradri Kothagudem.



REPORTABLE

IN THE SUPREME CQURT UF INDIA.
CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDIUTIOR

, ARPEAT NO
(fPetdtion for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.) No.10749/2025)

¥

GAJANAN DATTATRAY GORE Appellant (s)

VARsUS 25118401

THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA & ANR, Respondent (s)

GRDEER Certified to be true copy
Assistant Registrar Judl.)
-,__%éfozs

Supreme Cou Ihdia

2. This appeal arises from the order mmeésed by the High Court of

J.B. PARDIWALA, J.,

i Leave granted.

Judicature at Bombay dated 1-7-202% belew interim application
No.3524/2024 filed in Criminal Bail Application No.445/2024, by
whieh the interim application filed by ‘the original complainant
(HRespondent No 2 -~ herein) game to be allowaed and the order of bail
passed by the High Court in favour of tha appellant - herein dated
1-4-2024 came to be modified.

3. The: faets givipng rime to thias appeal may be summarized as
under : -

& The appellant - herein came to bé arrested in connection with
Crime No.€852 of 2023 dated 27-8-2023 registered with the Satara
€City Police Station, Etate of Maharashtra for the offence
punishable under Sections 406, 408, 420, 467, 468, 471, 504, 506
read with 34 respectively of the Indian Penal Cede (for short,

wIpew) .
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5. The appellant — herein was arrested on 17-8-2023.
6. Ag the Trial Court declined to release the appellant on

regular bail, he went before the High Court and prayed for regular

bail by way of the Bail Application No.445/2024. The High Court

vide its order dated 1-4-2024 ordered release of the appallant -
herein on bail, subject ta deposit of Rs.25,00,000/- (Twenty Five
Lakh only) in the Trial Court. The entire order passed by the High

Court dated 1-4-2024 reads thus:-

“J, Heard learned counsel Shri Kadem appearing for ‘the
appliicant, learned counsel Shri Gole =ppeNdrifig for tBe
Intervener and learned APP for the State.

2. Learned counsel Shri Gole appearing for the interverer and
learned APP vehemently opposed the appli&ation.

3. This is an application for bail in respect of the Effende
punisheble under Sections 406, 408, 420, 467, 468, 471; 504,
506, 34 Indian Penal Code, 1860 registeved on 27/08/2023 vdde
6-R. No. 1-652 of 2023 with Satara City Police Station. The
applicant was arrested on 17/08/2023. s

4, It 4is the allegation that the informant suns Babaca
Advertising Company and [-Can Training Instibtute. I-8an
Training Institute is having its several branches at geve&rpl
places in #™aharashtra. Through the Advertising compefiy, the
informant does market work like bulk messages, Whats- app
'"Megsages, creating a website, Facebook marketing, white cmll
marketing etic. The applicant was employed as a bUsindes
development Wahager for the purpose of both these institutes.
The informant was paying Rs.10,000/- to 30,000/- per menth to
the applicant. The informant started a residential academy at
Talegaon Dabhade. The applicant was looking after this ‘b¥anéh
as a busine development manager. HRasically, it s the
allegation at an amount of Rs 1,66,00,000/- was siphoneff of
by the accused from the legitimate funde belonging to the
informant.

5. The affidavit-cum-undertaking dated 22/037202‘ has been
filed by the applicant voluntarily which xs duly affirmed by
the applicant which reads thus:

¥I, Mr. Gajanan Dattatray Gore, Age: 31 years,; Qog:
Business, Residence at:154, #lock, Somwar Path, RNeav
Datta Mandir, Satara presently at Central Prison of
Kalamb, Dist: Xolhapur, do hereby state on e€oleli
affirmation as under:-
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1) I say that, I undertake to depoait 25,00,000/-
(fwenty Five Lakhs Only) within § months Before this
Hon'ble Court for showing my bonafide Before this

Hen'ble Court.

2) I say and undertake that, I will not use: the mame of
I Can Institute.

3) 1 further say and undertake that, I will -also ‘not
use a logo of I Can Institute for my person as’ well as
business purpose -
Whatever stated hereinabove is true to my knowledge,
which I believe to be true and correct for which I sign
herein under . " .

6. ThHe statements made 1in the affidavit-cum-undertaking are
treated as an undertaking to this Court:. Learndd vcounsel fof
-the applicant on instructions submitted that the epplicant is
willihg to abide by the statements made in the affidavit. The
statements are accepted. It is expressly made clear by learfied
counsel for the applicant on instructions ef the applicant
ghat in the logo of "JAMAKA" which is used by the accused, the
wordas "ICAN TRATNING INSTITUTE PVT LTD" will not be used. The
stabement is mocapted. There are no arimipal antecedents
veported against the applicant. The applicant was arrested on
19/08/2023. The trial 1s likely to take 4 long time to
ecanclude. Further custody will only be by way of a 'pre—trial
punishment in the faots and circumstance of the case. The
mpplicant will face the consequences post-trial -if found
guilty. The applicant is in eustody for more than 7 months
with mo possibility of the trial eencluding any time soon. The
investigation 13 cemplete. The change-sheet has beerr filed.
Phe applicant can be enlarged on bail, Hence; the folleowing
order :-

(a) The application is allowed.

(b) The applicant- Gajanan Dattatray Gere in connection
with C.R. No.1-652 of 2023 raegistered with Satara City
Poligce Station shall be released on bail on his furnash
ing #.R. Bond of Rs.25,000/- with one -or more sureties
in the like amount

(¢) The applicant 1s permitted to furnish cash bail
surety in the sum of Rs. 25,000/- for & period of
6 weeks i1n lieu of surety.

(d) The applicant shall attend the Inwvestigating
Officer of Satara City Police Station once in three
months an every first Monday of the concerned month
commenaing from May 2024 between 11.00 a.m. and 1,00

p.m.

(e) The applicant shall not directly or indirectly
make any inducement, threat or promise to any person
acquainted with the facts of the case so as to
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‘dissuadd him from disclosing the fdcts to fburpt. or

any Police ©Officer. The applicant s€Hall not thamper
with evidence.

A ‘

(£J On being released on bail, the applicaht 3Hall
furnish his contact number and residential address to
‘the Investigating Officger and shall keep him updated,
4in case there is any change.

{g) The applicant shall attend the trial. regularly.
Ther applicant shall co—cperate with the trial Court
and. shall not seek unnecessary adjournments.

(h) The applicant shall abide by the statements made
in the affidavit.

(i) The amount of Rs.25 lakhs be deposited in the
trial Court instead of this Court %hich =zhall  ,abigds
by ‘the final outcome of tha traial Court's order. It
is open for the trial Court to invest the amount in
@any nationalised bank.

7« The application is dispoesed of.”

7. Thus, it appears on plain reading of the order, rja.futb'd ta
above, that the allegations against the appellant - herein are bne
of misappropriation of an amount of Rs 1,60,00,000/~ (One Oruore ;nd
Sixty Lakh only) .

B. WHen the bdil application was being heard by the High Court, H
Statement was made forward on behalf of the appellant-herein, may
be his lawyer, who was appearing on instructions or otherwise that
the appellant is ready and willing to deoposit Re.25,00,000/- and
subject to such deposit, he may be released on x:equiu; bail,

g. An affidavit-cum~undertaking dated 22-3-2024 came to be filaed
by the appellamrt — herein before tha High Court. We find referenca
o.f this affidavit in para 5 of the order, referred to above.

10. Taking advantage of the order, raferred to above, the

appellant got himself réleased on bail but failed to deposit the
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amount of Rs.25,00,000/- as undertaken by him before the High Court
en path.

11. In such circumatances, the Respondent No.2 - hereir (driginal
¢compdlainant) preferwred an interim application in the original badil
application seeking cangellation of the order of bail granted by
the High Court,

12. “The High Court vide its impugned order dated 1-7-2025 directed
that the appellant shall surrender before the Court of Judiocial
Magistrate First Class, Satara within a period of four weeks.

13, We deem it appropriate to incorporate the: entire impugned or-

dex; passed by the High Court as under:-
“1. Heard Mr. Ganesh Gole, learnad Advocate for the Ap}ﬂ.z".aant;,
My, Shailesh Kharat, learned Advocate for Respondent Neo. 1, and
Mrs., Veera Shinde, learned APP for State.

2, Ruspapdent No, 1 is the Accused in Crime No. 652 of 2023,
Tagistered with the Satara City Police Station, Satara for the
aoffences punishable under section 406, 408, 420, 467, 468, 471,
5884 ¢ 506 of Indian Penal Code. Said crime is registered at the
instance, of the Applicant (Complainant).

3. Brosecution case 1is that the Applicant runs §gatara
Advertising Cempany and [-Can Training Institute, having
several of its branches in the State of Maharashtra. Respendent
N&, 1 was employed as a business development manager, by the
Appliant. Respondent No.l1 1s alleged te have siphoned an
dmownt eof Rs. 1,60,00,000/- from the funds belonging teo tha
Applicant.

4, Respondent No. ! was arrested on 17.08.2023.

5. Bail Application No. 445 of 2024, filed by the Respondent
Wo. 1 was allowed by this Court on 01.04.2024. Respondent No. 1
‘was released on the following bail condition:s

“fa) The application is allaowed

(b) The applicant- Gajanan Dattatray Gore ip conneotion

with @.R. No.I-652 of 2023 registered with Satara City

pelice Station shall be released on bail on his furplshing
P.R. Bond of Rs.25,000/- with one or more sureties JAn the

like amount,
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(c) The applicant is permitted to furmish cash bail sureéy
in the sum of Rs. R5,000/- for a period of 6 weeks in lieu

of surety.

(d) The applicant shall attend the Invastigating Officex

of Satara City Police Station once in three months eon

every first Monday of the concerned month commencing from
May 2024 between 11.00 a.m. and 1.00 p.m.

(e) The applicant shall not directly or indirectly make
any inducemént, threat or promise to any person acquainted
with the facts of the case so a& to dissuade him from
disclosing the faots to Court or apy Police Officer. Thé
applicant shall not tamper with eviddte,

(f) On being released om bail, the applicant shall furnish
his centact number and residential address to the
Investigating Officer and shall keep him updated, in case

there is any change.

(g) The applicant shall attend the trial regularly. The
applicant shall oco-operate with the ftrial Court dnd shall
no't Seek thupecessary adjournments.

th) The applicant shall abide by the statements made in
the affidavit.

(i) The amount bf Rs.25 lakhs be deposited in the trial
Court insbead of this Court which shall abide by the fimal
odtcome oOf the trial Court's oxder. It is open for the
trial Court ¢to dnvest the amouant 1in any natiemalized
bank . "

The preiude to tha said bail conditions is ‘faund

in

paragraphs- 5 anll 6 of the said order 01.04 2024,
paragtraphs are transcribed herein below:

5. The affidavit-¢um-undertaking dated 22/03/2024
has been filed. by the applicant voluntarily which
is duly affirmed by the applicant which reads
thus:

"I, Mr. Gajanan Dattatray Gore, Age: 31 years,
Occ: Business, Residence at:154, Block, Somwar
Peth, Near Datta Mandir, Satara presently at
Central Prison of Kalamb, Dist: Kolhapur, deo
herely” state an sdlemn affirmation as under: -

1) I say that, 1 undextake to deposit
25,00,000/~ (Twenty Five Lakhs Only) within
5 months before this Hen'ble Court for
showing my bonafide before this Hon'ble
Court.

which




2) I say anhd undertake that, I will not use
the name of I CAN Institute.

3) I further say and undertake that, I
will walso not use a loge of I CAN
Instifute for my personal as well as
business purpose.

Whatever stated hereinabove 1is true to my
knowledge, which believe to be true and
correct for which I sign herein under."

6. The statements made in the affidavit-cum- undertaking are
treated g@s an underfaking to this Court. lLearned counsel for the
appldcant on dnstroctions submitted that the applicant is
wiliing to abide by the statements made in the affidavif. The
stateménts are acoepted. It is expressly made clear by learned
counsel for the applicant on instructions of the applicant that
in the loge of "“JAMAKA" which is used by the accused, the
words "ICAN TRAINING INSTITUTE PVT LTD" will not be used. The
statement is accepted, There are no criminal antecedents
Penpvrted Against the applicant. The applicant was arrested eon
17708/2023. Tha twrial is likely to take a long time to conelude.
Purther custedy will only be by way of a pre-trial punishment in
the factes and edircumstance of the case. The applieant will face
the eomsequences post—trial if found guilty. The applicant is in
custody For more than 7 months with no possibility of the trial
concliding any time scon. The investigation 1s completg. The
sharye-theaet. has been filed. The applicant can be enlarged an
bail. Henck, the following order, "

7. On b6.08.2024, Respondent No.l filed Interim Application No,
3106 of 2024, skteking the following relief:-

“That this Hon'ble Court be pleased to relax the condition
No. (i) impesed by this Hon'ble Court while passing- the
order dated 01.04.2024,"

8. InteTim ni)plj.ca:ion No. 3106 of 2024, was unconditionally
withdeawn by the Respondent No. 1, on 23,06.2025,

‘9. By thé prdsent Application, the Applicant has sought for
the: following reliefs:

“a, This Hen'bBle Court may kindly cancel the bail
granted by this Hon'ble Court in Criminal Bazil
Application No. 445 of 2024, whereby this Hon'ble Court
was pleased ta grant bail to the Respondent No. 1 vide
érder dated 01.04.2024, and further be pleased to
direct the Respondent No. 2 to Immediately arrest



Respondent ©No.l1 and to take him in custody in
connection with the C.R. No. I-652/2023 datod
16.08.2023 registered with Satara Gity Poliee Statiodn,
Satara." e

10. Mr. Gole, learped Advocate for the Applicant submits that
Respondent No. 1 while seeking bail had made representation to
this Court, by which he had voluntarily expreseed his desixe to
deposit the amount in Court, as mores particularly mentioned and
stated in the undertaking dated 22.03.2024, suypported with an
affidavit. He submits that the Reépondeént WNe. 1 had called upon
and persuaded this Court to consider the- reguest for bail
solely on the basis of his representations and assurances made/
given in the underteking i.e. his willingness to pay the
amount. He submits that by the said mode the Respondent No.l1
had prevented this Court from dealing with the bail application
on merits. He submits thab Respondent No. 1 has defanlted and
breached the solemn undertaking given by the Respondent Ne. 1
to this Court, thereby viglating bail condition No. 6(i1). He
relies on the grounds raised by the Applivant in paragraph
l4(a) to (i) of the Application and prays for cancellation of
bail.

11. Mrs. Veera Shinde, learned APP for the State submits that
the Respondent No&.l1 had himself volumteered to deposit the
amount by submitting uontlerfeking to this Court. She submits
that the application foY hail was decided solely on the basis
of the offer to deposit as made by the Respondent No.l1l. Bhe
submits that the Respondenty No.l haviang offered to deposit the
amount out of his own free will and after having taken benefit
of such representations, Respondent No.l camnéet be permitted to
resile from the undertaking. &She submits €hat the undertaking
given by the Applicant is valid. She submits that Respondent
No. 1 having breached the undertaking, the badil is required to
be cancelled.

12. Mr. Kharat, learned Advocate for the Respondent No. 1
submits that the bail eonditiemn 6(i) imposed by this Court in
its order dated 0I.04.2024 in Bail Application No 445 of 2024
is onerous condftions. He submits ‘that such condition while
granting bail is not' teneble. In support of his submissions he
relies on the decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court in the case
of Ramesh Kumar v/e. State of NCT of Delhi and the decision of
the Hon'ble Supreme Court in the case of Apurva Kirti Mehta
V/s. State of Mahavashéra & Anr. He further relies on the
decision of Hon'ble Supxeme Couxt in the case o©of Biman
Chatterjee v/s. Sanchita Chatterjee & anr. to contend that non-
fulfillment of assuxance of a compromise cannot be the basis of
cancelang bail.

13. I have perused xecorxd with the assistance of the learned
Advocates for the parties.

14. Respondent No.l by voluntarily offering deposit of amount,
while seeking indulgence of this Court to have his liberty
secured and restored, foreclosed comnsidaration of his bail
application on merits. Respondent No.l by his cenduct persuaded
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this Court not t6 gp intp the merits of the bail order dated
01:04-2024 pdssed in Bail Applicatian No. 445 of 2024 clearly
indicates this Court being called upon by the Respondent No.l
t6 pass an order on his bail application, solely on the
representation of, deposit of money as made in the undertaking
dated 2P.03.2024. Respondent No.l has derived benefit of the
Order dated 04.04.2024 and has secured his liberty.

15. Mr, Shailesh Kharat relies on the Judgment of the Hon'ble
Supreme Court in the case of Ramesh Kumar (supra) and Apurva
Kirti Mehtm (supra) to submit that a criminal court, exercising
jurisdfotion te grant bail is not expected to act as a recovery
agernit. to realise the dues of the complainant and finmancial
deposit @as a cofidition for  bail is impressible.

16. It is trite law that imposing of financial deposit as a
condition for bail is not permissible and that the process of
Criminal Law particularly, in matters of grant of bail are not
akin te money' recovery proceedings.

I'7. Respendentt Ne.l as and by way of an after thought, is
attempting to remnege by contending the said bail condition to
deposit emount, +to be onarous. Such practice has been
deprecated by the Hon'ble Supreme Court in the case of Kundan
§ingh we. The Superintendent of CGST and Central Excise. In
paras 8, H, 10 & 11 the Hon'ble Supreme Court has observed as
ufdex : -~

“8. There cannot be any' dispute that excessive bail is no
bail sa8d agrnexpus conditions ought not to be imposed while
bail 3s granted. As to what is an onerous condition would
no doubt depend on tha facts and circumstances of the
individual case. What is troubling however, is when
attempte atg made to foreclose consideration of bail
application, ol merits by voluntarily offering deposits of
amounts and thereafter reneging aon it by stating that a
counsel had me authority and/or that the condition 1is
Jgnereus.

9. we Bre not able te gountenance this practice. Even 1in
this wvase the argument 1is that the counsel has no
authoxrity 6o offer monetary deposait, when 1in the
modificatien Application no such averment was made and
all that WHS averred was that the amount of
Rs .50,00,000/~, as directed, be also deferred to the
Point after the release of the petitioner.

10. we Strongly deprecate this practice. If the offer for
moénetary deposit had .ot been made, at the outset, the
High Couart may have considered the case on merits and may
have grantdd or may not have granted relief to the
patitioner. #&oday the petitioner is approbating and
reprobating. We are conscious of his rights under Article
21 of tha Constitution of India, but we have to be
adqually censcious of the sanctity of the judicial process
avid cannot @llow parties to play ducks and drakes with
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the Court. In this scenario, the enly cemnclusion pessible
is that both, the original bail order of 08.05,2025 and
the order of modification dated 14.05.2025 granting final
relief, will have to be set aside and the matter be
remitted to the High Court fox fLresh consideratien on
merits uninfluenced by any of the observations of this
Court.

11. The situation neow is that the petitioner taking
advantage of the orxder o©of the High Court has secured his
release. Ordinarily the consequence would have been to put
the petitioner back in jail. However, considering ‘the
averments made in the medification dpplication in this case,
we are inclined to grant a limited interim protection from
surrendering. "

18. Mr. Kharat, submits that the decision in the aase of Kundan
Singh (supra) would mot apply to the case of the Respendent No.
1. Said contention is premised on tie ground that the bail
condition of making deposit as a comdition of bail is onereus.
I am unable to accept the said coatentioh &8 it wds the
Respondent No.l1 who out of 'his -owri free will woldunteered, by
way of an undertaking to depasit the amount. Undextaking in the
prasent case indicates the Respondent No.l rest ocomtent with
the deposit of the amount. Interih lication No. 3106 of
2024, filed by the Respondent No.l seeking relaxation of bail
condition No. 6 (i) is dismissed as withdrawn. In the peculiar
facts and circumstances of thi§ tase, it is mot opén to the
Respondent No.l to contend that the bail eondition in para 6
(i) to be onerous.

19. Mr. Kharat, submits that the oxder daged 01.04.2024, in
addition to the undertaking dateqd 22.03.2024, considers the
bail on merits. Reliance is placed on para 6 of the order to
submit that this Court while gtantipg bajil had made raference
to the Respondent No. 1 not having cfiminal antecedents and the
trial 1is likely to take some time to aeonclude. I am again
unable to accept the said contention of the Raspondent No. 1 as
the order dated 01.04.2024 clearly gives an impression that the
Respondent No. 1 with the intent te dissuade #this Court from
considering the merits made thed abeye said offer to deposit
amount 1in this court. Respondent No.l has taken the Cdurt for
granted by securing his liberty an the basis of the undertaking
dated 22.03.2024. Respondent No. 1 is attempting to approbate
and reprobate. Facts of inetant case are similar to the facts
in the case of Kundan Singh (Supra) as &such obgezivations of the
Hon'ble Supreme Court in para 10 are squarely applicable to the
case in hand. Case of the Respondent No. 1 as now countended is
nothing but reneging voaluntarily ofifering deposits. The Hon'ble
Supreme Court in the case of Kundan Singh (supra) has
deprecated such practice.

20, Mr. Kharat, relied on the Gdse of Biman Chatterjee (supra)
to submit that now fulfillment of the temms of compromise
cannot be basis of granting or cancelling the bail. He places
reliance on the paragraph No.7 of the said decisdion. Case in
Biman Chatterjee (supra) was a proposed settlement between a
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couple having matrimonial discord. Bail granted to the Accused
in the said crime was cancelled on the ground that the Accused
was not' adhering te the settlement terms. It is in this context
that ¢he Hon'ble Supreme: Court in paragraph-7 has made the
observations as under:;

7. Having heard. the learned counsel for the parties, we
are of the epipion that the High Court was not justified
in cancelling the bail on the ground that the appellant
had violated the terms of the campromise. Though in the
original order granting bail there is a reference toe an
agreement of the parties to have a talk of cowpromise
through the media of well wishers, there is no submission
made to the ecount that there will be a compromise or that
the appellant would take back his wife. Be that as it
may, in our opinion, the courts below could not have
cancelled tire bail solely on the ground that the
appellant had fafiled to keep up bis promise made to the
court. Here we hasten to ebserve first of all from the
material on record, we .do not find that there was any
compromise anrived at between the parties at all, hence,
question of fulfilling the terms of such compromise does
not arpise. That apart non-fulfilment of the terms of the
compremise cannot he the basis of granting or cancelling
a bail. 'The grant of bafl under the Criminal Procedure
Code 1Is gowerxzied by tha provision of Chapter XXXIII of
the Cede and the provision therein does not contemplate
either grantimg of a bail on the basls of an assurance of
a compromise or eancéllation of a hail for violation of
the terms offi such compromise. What the court has to bear
in mind while granting hail is what is provided for in
Section 437 of she said Code. In our opinion, having
granted the bail under the said provision of law, it 1s
not epen to the: frial ‘court or the High Court to cancel
the same on a ground alien to the grounds mentioned for
cancellation &f batl in the said provision of law

21. The Respondent No. 1 though having withdrawn his
Application seeking relaxation of the said bail condition No.
6(i), has not vome forward to depesit the amount cven during
the course of hegring oOf this Application., Respondent No. 1
having braached / violated bail condition no. 6(i) of the order
dated 01.04.2024, this Court is left with no other option but
to exerecise jurisdictipp under Section d83(3) of the Bharzatiya
Nagarik Surakeha Sanhita, 2023 (for short "BNSS") to cancel the
bail. Bail granted to tha Respeondent Neo. 1 on 01 .04 2024 stands
ocancelled.

22. Respondent No. 1 was released pursuant to the order dated
01.04.2024. Bail being cancelled, the Respondent No 1 1is now
required to suprender. Mr. Kharat, on 1instructions from the
Rospondent Nb, 1 prays time to surrender. He prays for 8 weeks
time to surreaender.

23. Consideming that the Respondent No.l was on bail since
01.04.2024, I find At appropriate to grant 4 weeks time, to the
Raspondent No.l top surrender before the learned Court of

-
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Judicial Magistrate First Class, Sataza. Respondent No.l to
surrender before the said Court on oY Beford 3I1 July, 2025,
subjett to the Respondent No. 1 furnishing P.R. bond in thé sum
of Rs. 50,000/- with one aor more sureties in the like amount to
the satisfaction of the learned vudicial Magistrate First
Class, Satara, within 10 days from toddy. in the eVent, P:R.
bond and suretiés are not furnished within the seid peribd,
learned Judigial Magistrate First Class to wmct in accordance
with law.

24. Interim Application No. 4524 of 2024 1s allowed in the
above terms.”

14. Heard Mr. A.M. Bojor Barua, the learned counsel appearing for
the appellant and Mx. Prashant S. 'Kenjale, the. learned vounsel
appearing for the Respondent No.2 = complainant.

15. We have noticed over a period ef timg “that orders of fégular
bail and anticipatery bail are beiny pasded by different High
Courts subject to deposit of some amount,

16. We have come across cases like the one Ifi hand w‘hem accused
persons have gone to the extent of filing affiflavits in the form of
undertaking that they would depesit a particilar amount within a
particular period and then convendently resile from such
andertakings saying i1t is an onerous condi€ian.

17. In some cases, perhaps the acaused. may abide by such
undertaking, but our experience so. fiar has been that in many cases
the accused later would not abide and flout the wundertaking. In
many cases 1t would be argued an béhalf of the aecused that he had
never made such a statement and the court on ite own had recoxded
in the order that the accused is ready and willing to deposit a
particular amount. At times the entire blame is €hrown on the
lawyer in making such statement for the purpese of obtaining oxder

of bail or anticipatory bail as the ecase may be. In such
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ciroumetances, the conocerned ocourt would be left with no other
option but to cancel the bail eithar at the instance of the State
or the original cemplainant,

18. The ease in hand is one. in which the appellant on his own free
will and velition filed an affidavit d4dn the form of an undertaking
before the High Court that he would deposit an amount of
Re.25,00,000/- but ultimately resiled te do so and the High Court
had to cancel the bail. It was too much for the lawyer of the
appellant to argue gefore the High Court that asking his client to
deposit Rs. 25,00,000/- was wunreasonable. It reflects on the
ptofeasional.ethics.

19. By thas order, we make it clear and that too in the form of

e e S,

direetiogs that henceforth ns Trial’Counrt or any of the High Courts

—

shall pass any order of grant of regular bail or anticipatory bail

on any undertaking that ‘the accused might be ready to furnish
e e . gr— - wo — —

for the purpose of obtaining dppropriate reliefs.

20. The High Courts as well as the Trial Courts shall decide the

—————

=

plea far reqular bail eor antipipatory bail strictly on the merits

~— - - —
of the case. The High Ceourttis and the Trial Courts shall not
~ L — - - - P e ST . P

exercise their discretion in this

ard on any undertaking or any
p— ———————

statement that the accused may be xeady and willing to make

21. Thia practice has to be stopped. Litigants are taking the

courts for a ride and thereby undermining the dignity and honor of

the court.

22. Wo hope and trust that the High Courts as well as the Trial

e ——.

oy

Courts across the country do not commit the same mistake again.

DAY
gl g P
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23: In the case in hand, so far as L-Ae rlea for regulax b&Ail is
ddrfcerned,; we are not Ainclined to lookl intoe. The appellarit has made
d mockery of justice. He could be aaiL to have abused the process
of law. If at all the High Court wanta? to release the appwllant on

bail, it should have first asked him ttj: depasit the amount within a
)
particular period of time and upon su deposit the appellant could

have been released. ‘

24, Be that as it may, now we have matle ourselved very clear that
—
there shall not be a single order tdut the Hiqh Courts and the

R — - = ——

‘rr:,al Courts shall pass for grant of rag‘ulut bail or ahticipatory"-
&b S St——

— JE T n——

bail on the basis of any acoused or his/her lam:.].r members g:.v.tng
_“_____..__.._._m
r.-"—-""’-

an undertaking to deposit a particular amount. Th. plea shhll be

L C——— o — — - v ‘——ow M
dec:.ded strictly on merits in accordan}:e with law. If the mse is

— —

made out on merits the court may exercise ite diséretion and if no

—

— - 1

casd is made out on merits the courbj shall xejeot the plea for

A R NSRS
regular bail or anticipatory bail as bf\a case may 'ho.éoweve.r, in

a circumstances the High Courts or trxial eourts shall not pass a
ny P

\ == ——

conditional order of x:ogul.ar bail or ant‘.icrpatory ha:.l)

—

25. This appeal fails and is hereby d:\.inlaoed.

26. The Registry is directed to circulate one cepy each ef this

order to all the High Courts at the earl}iaat.

27. Once the appellant surrenders a*ncl is taken in Judicial
custody, it shall be open for him to file a fresh regular bail
application before the Court concerned | and such bail application
shall be decided strictly on its own merits and in acaordanee with

- I

law.
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28. We impase cost of Rs,50,000/- t'ol gross abuse of the process
|

of law and taking the High Court as woh-i ag this Court for a ride.

This amount shall be deposited within

teday befere the Supreme Court Mediation Centre and the compliance

be reportad.

NEW DELHI
28TH JULY, 2025.

a period of

S
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one week from
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IN THE SUPRENME COURT OF INDIA

[ORDER XX RULE 2(1) () of S.C. Rules, 2018} 5
. ) ,’
CRIMNAL ARPELLATE JURISDICTION rﬂf Laf9 /’H

SPECIAly LEAVE PETITION (CRL.) No. Jg2¢]. OF 2025

Wrising olit of Ithpuzmet Judgment and QOrder datedl 01.07.2625
pEE%ed by tHe Hon'dld High Court af Judicatire at BomBay in Tatérim

%Teauon N6 4324 of 2024 in Crnminal Bail Application Ne. 443 of
)
WITH F‘RA)’&R FOR INTERIM RELIEFR

POSITION OF THE PARTIES

BETWEEN
Befare Belore:
i the dﬁ!
High Courv
. Court

Gajanan Danatray Gore,
£g> 32 yrs, Occupation-Basiness,

Ryes: 15% Block Sommwar Peth,
Near Datma Mapdir Satara Respondent Petitioriexr

No. |
VERSUS
1. The Stare of Maharashtra,
Throuah Sceretary,
Home Mantralaya, 6t Fleor,
Maddme Carm Road, Mumbai-400032
Respondent Respondent
No. 2 No. 1

2. Navpath Balase Deshmukh
Age:30 years Oce: Business
Plot No 10 Shivay Colony Satara Dist Satara

Applicant Respondent

Maharashtra
4 ‘ No.?2

TQ,
THE HONBLE CHIEF JUSTICE OF INDIA
AND HI(S COMPANION JUSTICES OF THE
HON'BLE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
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