
S.GOVERDHAN REDDY HYDERABAD
REGISTRAR GENERAL Dt: [\.11.2025

BOG.NO.1808/S0/2025,
Ta
Al the Unit Heads.in the State of Telangana.

Sit/Madam,

Sub:- High Court for te State uf Telangana — Letter received from
the Assistant Registrar, Supreme Court of India, New Delhi
Forwarded @ certified copy of the order dt.28.07.2025 in
Crimitial Appeal Nd.3219 of 2025 between Gajanan Dattatray
Gare, Vs, State’ of Maharashtra —As directed — Forwarding the
same-far information and necessary compliance ~Reg.

Refs Letter’ 0.No.36759/9025/SEC-I1, dt.14:08.2025 from the
Assistant Reglstedr, Supreme Court of India, New Delhi along
with a capy of the order.

The Hon'ble Supreme Court.of iin passing orders in Criminal Appeal

Nd.3219 of 2025 between Gajaran Gattatray Gore Vs. State of Maharashtra,

vi ued certain directions, for cammpliance. °

29 Na Therefore, as directed, while, enclosing a copy of the order of the Hon’ble

Supreme Court dt-28.07.2025 in Criminal Appeal No.3219 of 2025 between

Gajanan Dattatray Gore Vs: State ofMaharashtra, I am to request you to circulate

a copy of the above said order among the Presiding Officers, in your Unit and to

see that the directions mvade: in the order of the Hon'ble Supreme Court are being

Yours sincerely,

ores
REGISTRAR GENERAL
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‘ihe Amsbumt Reglstean
BSapreme Court of India, New Deliv,

1 THE REGISTRARGENERAL;

ve HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH AT
AMRAVATI,
ANDHRA PRADESH.
THE REGISTRARGENERAL,
HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OFTELANGANA,
ATHYDERABAD,
DISTRIGE HYDERABAD, TELANGANA.

5 THE REGISTRARGENERAL,
HIGH GOURT OB JUDICATURE ATAYDERABAD,
FORTHE STATE OP-THE STATE OF ANDHRA
PRADESH,
DISTRICT- HYDERABAD, ANDURAPRADESH

4 ‘THE REGISTRAR GENERAL,
GAUHATI HIGH COURT,
DISTRICT. GUWAMATI,ASSAM

5 ‘TAB REGISTRAR GENERAL,
MIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE.AT PATINA,
DISTRICT: PATNA,BIHAR

& THE RBGISTRAR GENERAL,
HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY,
DISTRICT. MUMBAI, MAHARASHTRA

7 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL,
HIGH COURT OF CHHATISGARH AT BILASPUR,
DISTRICT. BILASPUR, CHHATTISGARH.
THE REGISTIAR GENERAL,
HIGH COURT OF DELIM AT NEW DELHI,
DISTRICT. NEW DELMI, DELHI

9 THE REGISTRARGENERAL,
HIGH COURT OF
DISTRICT AHMEDABAD, GUJARAT

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

Ui THE REGISTRAR GENERAL,
antiaes Ms.

HIGH COURT OF JAMMU &KASHIMIRAND:
LADAKH AT JAMMU,
DISTRICT: 1AMMU, JAMMU &KASHMIR

12 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL,
29 ANE905

HUGH COURT OF JHARKHAND AT RANCHI,
DISTRICT RANCHI, MARKHAND.i

14 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL,
AMIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA ATBENGALURU,
DISTRICT- BANGALORE, KARNATAKA

IJARAT AT AHMEDABAD,

Spebutroiah
DL np-Serav/enas.

SEGHI-A
SURRAME COURT OF INCA.

‘SEWDGRAtbb August,2025,

PID; 1a7216/2026 RY CRLA Nopta1 $2025
(SEC Fay

{DIN9ZEITOIS IWORLA.NOBIII/L02S
EG EA)

21s RTS OY CRL.A, NOG219/2025
GRC Ia}

PIDs 192202025 IN CALNO-I2IW2025
GECDy
‘BIO: 192205 IN GikicA. 8219/2025
(SECAIA)
PiDruMNIIMEL IN CREA_NOI2192025
GEecu~ay

PID {VArENOZIN CRLA..NO.3e102025
(SECILA] .

PID192223/2085 WY ORLA. NO.22192025
(SECTL-A)

‘BID: 972242. W GRE A-8O.32192025
(GEC ILA)

iD: WATE RUB. IN CALA.NGI219:2025,
(SECILA)

Pi: 1gaazeAdZsAaW CRLA.NO.3219/2025
(SECILAY

PIDS 182227/2028:1N CRA, NO.B2LY2025
(SECA)

PUD? 192228/2025.LN CRLA. NO.3218/2025
(SECA)

w



18-THE REGISTRAR GENERAL, PUD#192229/2025 tN CHL asnongrar
HIGH COURT OF KERALAATERNARULAM, —(SECII-A)
DISTRICT: ERNAKULAM, KERALA

15 ‘THE REGISTRAR GENERAL,
HIGH COURT OF MADHYA PRADESHPRINCIPAL FID: 192230/2025 IN CRLA.NOS292
SEAT AT JABALPUR, (SBC UA)
DISTRICT: JABALPUR, MADFIYA PRADESH Hy

16 ‘THE REGISTRAR GENERAL, Pith: 19223172025 INCRL.A.NO:
HIGH GOURT OF ORISSA AT CUTTACK, (SEC I-A)
DISTRICT: CUTTAGK, ORISSA.

17 THE REGISTRAR-GBNERAL,
HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANAAT Pipi aamesaies IN ORCA soniCHANDIGARH, (SEC I-A)
DISTRICT CHANDIGARH, GHANDIGARH

18 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL, ‘ .
HIGH COURT OF JUDICATUREFOR RAJASTHAN PID) 192233/2025. IN CRL.A. NO32ig/2025,
AT JODHPUR, (SEC I-A)
DISTRICT: JODHPUR,RAJASTHAN seks

19 THE REGISTRAR GENBRAT, ID: 19223472025 INCRI..A.8O-392%
HIGH COURT OF SIKKIM AT’ GANGTOK, (SEC ILA)
DISTRICT. EAST, SIKKIM rie

0 THE REGISTRAR GENE yMCI COURTOCJUDICATURE ATMADRAS PID! 19223572025 IN CRLAA.Ko.seglBS!
CHENNAL (secm-a)
DISTRIOT- GHENNAI, TAMIL.NADU

. 21 ‘THE REGISTRAR GENERAL, PUD 3192236/2025 IN CREA. NO3219)2025
HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURBAT ALLAHABAD, (S6C 11-A)
DISTRICT- ALLAHABAD, UTTAR PRADESH.

22 THE REGISTRARGENERAL, PID: 192237/2025 IN CRL.A. waszsieas
HIGH COURT OF UTTARAKHAND AT NAINITAL, (SEC I-A)
DISTRICT. NAINITAL, UTTARAKHAND

23 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL, * PID: 192238/2025 IN CRL.A, NOB219/2025:
HIGH COURTAT CALCUTTA, (SEC ILA)
DISTRICT. KOLKATA, WEST BENGAL

24 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL, PID: 19223920251N CREA. NO.32190625,HIGH COURT OF MANIPUR AT IMPHAL, (SEC I-A)
DISTRICT IMPHAL WEST, MANIPUR

25 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL, PLD: 192240/2025 IN CRL.A. OS™ 92025
HIGH COURT OF MEGHALAYA, {SEC I-A)
DISTRICT EAST KHASI HILLS,MEGHALAYA.

20 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL,
HIGH COURT OF TRIPURAATAGARTHALA,
DISTRICT. WEST TRIPURA, TRIPURA.

> THE ADDITIONAL SESSIONS JUDGE;
SATARA, MAHARASHTRA.
(Ite RsCRIM, WALLAPPLICATION NO.9342028) yp; 192241/2025 IN CRLA.No.s2197055

(SEC ILA)
Asomesno,

SATARA CITY POLICE. STATION, y
DISTT SATARA, MATTARASHTTRA.
(REB, CR. NO, 652/2023)
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cou, + CRISMNAL APPEAL No.2219 OF 2025 @ SLPVCRLY NO. 1076908 2025

~* (REM: INTERIM APPLICATION NO, 4524/2024 IN CRIMINAL BATL APRLIGATIQN NO. 445/2024.0F HIGH
COURT OF JUDICATURE ATBOMBAY)

GAJANAN DATTATRAY GORE : race

‘THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND vans
ANOTHER:

Staged)

sig,
Lam diteattd to forward herewith, a certified copy of the orderof this Godry & cOpitainted in the Signed order dated

28th July; 2025 passed by this Hon'ble Court in the miter above-mentioned £6¢ Yaur infacmatiog, nakessary aclion anti
compliance

Please acknowledge receipt
Yours faithfully,

(Qesgian”
{assisranr aecisrrar

PRINCIPAL DISTRICT AND SESSIONS COURT:
BHADRADRI KOTHAGUDEM

Endt.Dis.No. 44C i 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 No.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
Ail the Judicial Officers working in the Unit of District Judge,
Bhadradri Kothagudem.

sput-blank



REPORTABLE
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA.

CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

ABPRAT. NO.
(@Petation for Speaial Leave to Appeal (Gr1.j No.10749/2025)

GASRNAN DATTATRAY GORE Appellant (9)

versvs 251104 0%
THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA & ANR, Respondent (s)

ORDER Certified tobe true copy
ZB.PARDIWALA, J. Assistant Registrar (Judt.)

025. ‘Supreme Coutt df thaia1. Leave granted
2, This appeal arises from the order passed by thé High Court of
Uudicature at Bombay dated 1-7-2025 belew interim application

No.4524/2024 filed in Craminal Bail Application No.445/2024, by

whieh the interim application filed by the original complainant

(Respondent No.2 ~ herein) ame to be allowed and the order of bail

pasted by the High Court in favonx of the eppellant — herein dated
1-4-2024 came to be modified

The facts giving wine to this appeal may be summarized as
under :~

The appellant — herein came to be arrested in connection with

Crime No.652 of 2023 dated 27-8-2023 registered with the Satara

€ity Police Station, State of Maharasttra for the offence
punishable under Sections 406, 408, 420, 467, 468, 471, 504, 506

read with 34 respectively of the Indian Penal Code (for short,
yrpew)



5. The appellant - herein was arrested on 17-8-2023.
6. Ag the Trial Court declined to release the appellast ©on
xegular bail, he went before the High Court and prayed’ fer regular

eer by way of the Bail Application No.445/2024. The iligh Court
vide its order dated 1-4-2024 ordered release of the appellant -—

herein on hail, 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 thu:

“i, Heard learned counsel shri Kadam appearing for’ Ue
applicant, learned counsel Shri Gole sppewrifg for the
Intervener and learned APP for the State.
2. Learned counsel Shri Gole appearing for the imterverer' and
learned APP vehemently opposed the appligation.

3. This is an application for bail in respect of the eesen
Punishable usder Sections 406, 408, 420, 467, 468, 471, 5047
506, 34 Indian Renal Code, 1860 registezed an 27/08/2023 vite
GR. No. 1-652 of 2023 with Satara City Police Station. The
applicant’ was arrested on 17/08/2023 3
4, Tt is the allegation that the informant cune GatecaAdvertising Company and [-Can Training Institute, I-ten
Training Institute is having its several buanches at severalplaces in Maharashtra. Through the Advertising compeny, theimforpant doke market work like bulk meseages, Whats app
‘Messages, creating a website, Facebook marketing, white call
marketing etc. The applicant was employed as = bisindss
dewdlopment wanager for the purpose of both these institutes.
The informant was paying Rs.10,000/- to 30,000/- per ment tothe applicant. The informant started a residential academy at
Talegaon Dabhade. The applicant was looking after this branghas @ business development manager. Basically, it, te the
allegation tHat an amount of Rs.1,66,00,000/- was siphoned of
by the accused from the legitimate funde belenging to the
informant.
8. The affidavit-cum-undertaking dated 22/03/2024 hae been
filed by the applicant voluntaraly which &s duly affirmed by
the applicant which reads thus

Gajanan Dattatray Gore, Age: 31 years, Qop:
» Residence at:154, Block, Somwar Path, Neau

Datta Mandir, Satara presently at Central Prison of
Kalamb, Dis Kolhapur, do hereby state on olen
affirmation as under: ~
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1) I say that, I undertake to deposit 25,00,000/-
(Twenty Five Lakhs Only) within § months Before this
Hon'ble Court for showing my bonafide Before this
Hon'ble Court.
2) I say and undertake that, I will not use the name of
I Can Institute.

3) I further say and undertake that, I will also ‘not
use a logo of I Can Institute for my person ag 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. The statements made in the affidavit-oum-undertaking are
treated as an undertaking to this Court: Learned counsel fot
-the applicant on instructions submitted that the epplicant is
willing to abide by the statements made in the affidavit. The
statements are accepted. It is expressly made clear by learfed
counsel for the applicant on instructions ef the applicant
hat in the logo of "JAMAKA" which is used by the accused, the
worda “ICAN TRAINING INSTITUTE PV? LTD"will not be used. The
atetement is nocopted. There are no criminal antecedents
weported against the applicant. The applicant was arrested on
19/98/2023. ‘The trial is likely to take 4 Jong time to
conclude. Further custody will only be by way of a pre-trial
punishment in the facts and cizcumstanca of the case. The
mpplicant will face the consequences post-trial if found
guilty. The applicant is in custody for more than 7 months
with no possibility of the trial concluding any ‘time soon. The
investigation is complete. The chapge-sheat has beer filed
Phe mpplicant can be enlarged on bail, Hence, the following
order :-

(a) The application is allowed.

(b) The applicant- Gajanan Dattatray Gere in connection
with C.R. No.1-652 of 2023 registered with Satara city
Police Station shall be released on badl on his furnish
ing ®.R. Bond of Rs.25,000/- yith one or more sureties
in the like amount
(c) The applicant is permivted to furnteh cash bail
surety an the sum of Rs. 25,000/- for @ period of
6 weeks in lieu of surety

(a) The applicant shall attend the Investigating
Officer of Satara City Police Station once in three
months an every first Monday of the concerned month
commenaang from May 2024 between 11.00 a.m. and 1.00
Bem

(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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dissuaddé him from disclosing the facts. to Gourt. or
arly Police Officer. The applicant etiall not tamper
‘with evidence.

(£) On being released on bail, the applioaht Stall
firnieh his contact 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 regblariy.
The applicant shall co-operate with the trial Court
and shall not seek unnecessary adjournments.
(h) ‘The applicant shall abide by the statements made
in the affidavit.
(4) ‘The amount of Rs.25 lakhs be deposited in the
trial Court instead of this Court which shall abide
by ‘the final outcome of the trial Court's order. It
(is open for the trial Court to invest the amount ip
‘any nationalised bank

7» The application is disposed of.”

7. ‘Thus, it appears on plain reading of the order, referred tq
ebove, that the allegations against the appellant ~ herein are ne
of misappropriation of an amount of Rs.1,60,00,000/~ (One Gore and

Sixty Lakh only) .
8. WiOn the bail application was being heard by the High Cort, #
Statement was made forward on behalf of the appellent-herein, mey
be his lawyer, who was appearing on instructions ox otherwise that
the appellant is ready and willing to deposit Re.25,00,000/- and

subject to such deposit, he may be released on xequlax bail.
3. An a€fidavit-cum-undertaking dated 22-3-2024 came to be filed
by the appellant — herein before the High Court. We find reference
of this affidavit in para S of the order, referred to above.
10. Taking advantage of the order, referred 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 Aigh Court

en path.

V1. Im such circumatances, the Respondent No.2 - herein (driginal

compiginant}) preferred an interim application in the original bail

application seeking cancellation of the order of bail granted by

the High Court,

12. ‘he High Court vide its impugned order dated 1-7-2025 directed

that the appellant shall surrender before the Court of Judicial

Magistrate First Class, Satara within a period of four weeks.

13, We deem it; appropriate to incorporate the: entiré impagned or-

dex passed by the High Court as under:-

“1, Heard Me. Ganesh Gole, learned Advocate for the ApPlieant,
®t. Shailesh Kharat, learned Advocate for Respondent Ne. i, and
Mrs. Veera Shinde, learned APP for State

2, Ruspepeient No, 1 is the Accused in Crime No. 652 of 2023,
Fagintered with the Satara City Police Station, Satar= for the
offences punishable under section 406, 408, 420, 467, 468, 471,
504 6 506 of Indian Penal Code. Said crime is registered at the
anstanze, of the Applicant (Complainant)

3. Brosecution case is that the Applicant runs Satara
Advertising Company and [Can Training Institute, having
weveral ef ite branches in the State of Maharashtra. Respondent.
NO, 1 was employed as a business development manager, by the
Applitant. Respondent No.! 1s alleged to have siphoned an
amotine of Rs. 1,60,00,000/- from the funds belonging tp tha
Applicant.
4, Respondent No. 1 vas arrested on ‘17, 08. 2023.
5. Bail Application No. 445 of 2024, filed by the Respondent
‘No. 1 was allowed by this Court on 01.04.2024. Respondent No. 1
was released on the following bail conditions

“(a) The application is allowed

(b) The applicant- Gajanan Dattatray Gore ip conneetion
with €.R. No.f-652 of 2023 registered with Satara City
police Station shall be released on bail on his furpishing
P.R. Bond of Rs.25,000/- with one or more sureties in the
Like amount.



(©) The applicant is permitted to furmish cash’ bail surety
in the sum of Rs. 25,000/- for a period of 6 weeks in liew
of surety.

(&) The applicant shall attend the Iavestigating ofticex
of Satara City Police Station once in three months on
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 inducement, threat or promise to any pazson acquainted
with the facts of the case so as to dissuade him from
disclosing the faote to Court of apy Police Officer. The
applicant. shall fot = tamper =»with == ewiiderite.
(f) On being released on bail, the applicant shall furnish
his contact number and residential address to the
Investigating Officer and shall keep him updated, im case
there is any change.
(g) The applicant. shall attend the trial regularly. The
applicant shall co-operate with the €rfal Court dnd shall
not seek thnectssery adjournments
(h) The applicant shall abide by the statements mata in
the affidavit.

(4) The amount vf Rs.25 lakhs be deposited in the trial
Court instead of this Court which shall abide by the final
outcome of the trial Court's order. It is open for the
trial Court to invest the amount in any nationalized
bank."

6. The prejude to the said batl conditions is ‘found
paragraphs~- 5 and 6 of the said order 01.04.2024, which
paragraphs are transcribed herein below:

5. The affidavit-cum-undertaking dated 22/03/2024
has been ffled. by the applicant voluntarily which
4s duly a€fSizmed by the applicant which reads
thus:
“I, Mey 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, do
hereliy state an solemn affirmation as under: -

1) I say that, I undertake to deposit
25,00,Q00/- (Twenty Five Lakhs Only) within
5 months before this Hon'ble Court for
showing my Bonafide before thia Hon'ble
Court.



2) 2 say ahd undertake that, I will net use
the name of I CAN Institute.

3) further say and undertake that, I
will also not use a logo of I CAN
Institute for my personal ag well as
hbusiness purpose.

Whatever stated hereinabove is true to my
knéwledge, which believe to be true and
correct for which I sign herein under.”

6 The statements made in the affidavit-cum- undertaking are
treated as an underéaking to this Court. Learned counsel for the
applécant on unstrections submitted that the applicant is
willing to abide by the statements made in the affidavit. The
stateménts are accepted. It is expressly made clear by learned
counsel fox the applicant on instructions of the applicant that.
in the logo of “JAMAKA" which is used by the aecised, the
words "ICAN TRAINING INSTITUTE PVT LTD" will not be used. The
statement is accepted, There are no criminal antecedents
FWpertiel Against the applicant. The applicant was arrested on
12/08/2023. Tha trial is likely to take a long time to conclude.
Purther custedy will only be by way of a pre-trial punishment in
the facts and eixcumstance of the case. The applicant will face
the eonsequences post-trial if found guilty. The applicant is in
custody For more than 7 months with no possibility of the trial
concliting any time scon, The investigation is complete. The
ehatye-sheet. has been filed. The applicant can be enlarged an
tail. Hence, the following order."
2. On 06.68.2024, Respondent No.1 filed interim Application No,
13106 of 2024, exoking the following relief:

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

@. Intetin Application No. 3106 of 2024, was unconditionally
withdrawn by the Respondent No 1, on 23,06.2025,

9. By th® pfesent Application, the Applicant has sought tor
the: following reliefs:

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



Respondent No.1 and to take Mim in custody in
connection with the C.R. No. I-G652/2023 dated

10. Me. Gole, learned Advocate for the Applicant submits that
Respondent No. I while seeking bail had made representation to
this Court, by which he had voluntatily expressed his desire to
deposit the amount in Court, as more particularly mentioned and
stated in the undertaking dated 22.03.2024, supported with an
affidavit. He submits that the Respondent We. 1 had called upon
and persuaded this Court to Consider the request for bail
solely on the basis of his representations and assurances made/
given in the undertaking i.e. his willingness to pay the
amount. He submits that by the said mode the Respondent No.1
had prevented this Court frdm dealing with the bail application
on merits. He submits thab Respondent No. 1 has defaulted and
breached the solemn undertaking given, by the Respondent Ne. 1
to this Court, thereby vigleting bail condition Ne. 6(i). He
relies on the grounds raised by the applivant in parayraph
14(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.1 had himself volunteered to deposit the
amount by submitting antlerfaking to this Court. She submits
that the application fot hail was decided solely on the basis
of the offer ta deposit as made by the Respondent No.i. She
submits that the Respondent No.1 having offered to deposit the
amount out of his own free will and after having taken benefit
of such representations, Respondent No.1 carmet be permitted to
resile from the undertaking. Sho sebmits that the undertaking
given by the Applicant is valid. She submits that Respondent
No. 1 having breached the undertaking, the bail is required to
be cancelled
12. Mr. Kharat, learned Advocate for the Respondent No. 1
submits that the bail condition 6(1) imposed by this Court in
its order dated 01.04.2024 in Bail Application No. 445 of 2024
3s onerous condftiené. He submits that such condition while
gzanting 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 Maharashtra & Anr. He further relies on the
decision of Hon'ble Suypzeme Court in the case of Biman
Chatterjee v/s. Sanehita Chatterjee & anr. to contend that non-
fulfillment of aSsuxance. of a compromise cannot be the basis of
canceling bail.
13. T have perused xecord with the assistance of the learned
Advocates for the parties.

14. Respondent No.1 by voluntarily offering deposit of amount,
while seeking indulgence of this Court to have his liberty
secured and restored, foreclosed considaration of his bail
application on merits. Respondent No.1 by his conduct persuaded
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this Court not to gp intp the merits of the bail order dated
01-04-2024 passed in Bail Application No. 445 of 2024 clearly
indieates this Court being called upon by the Respondent, No.1
t® pass an order on his bail application, solely on the
representation of, deposit of money as made in the undertaking
dated 28.03.2024. Respondent No.i has derived berefit of the
Onder dated 01.04.2024 and'has secured his liberty.
15.Mr, Shailesh Kharat relies on the Judgment of the Hon'ble
Sup¥eme Court in the case of Ramesh Kumar (supra) and Apurva
Kixti Mehta (supra) to eubmit that a criminal court, exercising
jurisdfation ‘te grant bail is not expected to act as a recovery
agent. to realise the dues of the complainant and financial
deposit as a cofidition for bail is impressible.
16. It is txite law that imposing of financial deposit as a
condition for bail {» not permissible and that the process of
Criminal Law particularly, in matters of grant of bail are not
akin te money wecovery proceedings.

T?. Reependent No.1 as and by way of an after thought, is
attempting to nenege by contending the said bail condition to
deposit emount, to be onerous. Such practice has been
deprecated hy the Hon'ble Supreme Court in the case of Kundan
Singh ve. The Superintendent of CGST and Central Excise. In
pares 8, 8, 16 4 £1 the Hon'ble Supreme Court has observed as
under :~

“8. There cannot be any! dispute that excessive bail is no
bail aad arexous conditions ought not to be imposed while
bail ¥= granted. As to what is an onerous condition would
no doubt depend on the facts and circumstances of the
indiwidual case. What is troubling however, is when
attemte ata made to foreclose consideration of bail
application, or merits by voluntarily offering deposits of
amounts and thezeafter reneging on it by stating that a
counsel had me authority and/or that the condition is
onerous.

9. We Bre hot able to countenance this practice. Even in
this case the argument is that the counsel has 10
autherity ¢o offer monetary deposit, when in the
modification Application no such averment was made and
all that) was, averred was that the amount of
Rs.50,00,000/~, ‘as directed, be also deferred to the
Point after the release of the petitioner

6. We strongly deprecate this practice. If the offer for
monetary deposit had not bean made, at the outset, the
High Court may have considered the case on merits and mayhave grantdd or may not have granted relief to the
petitioner. foday the petitioner is approbating and
reprobating. We are conscious of his rights under Article
21 of ¢he Constitution of India, but we have to be
equally conscious of the sanctity of the judicial process
aid cannot allow parties to play ducks and drakes with
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the Court. In this scenario, the only conclusion possibleis that both, the eriginal bail order of 08.05.2025 andthe order of modifivation dated 14.08.2029 granting final
relief, will have to be set aside and the matter be
xemitted to the High Court fox feesh consideration onmerits uninfluenced by any of the observations of this
Court.
11, The situation now is that the petitioner taking
advantage of the oxder of the High Court has secured his
telease. Ordinarily the consequence would have been to put
the petitioner back in jail. Wowever, considering the
averments made in the medification application in this case,
we are inclined to grant a limited interim protection from
surrendering.”

18. Mr. Kharat, submits that the decision én the aase oF KundanSingh (supra) would not apply to the case of the Respondent No
1. Said contention is premised on tie ground that the bail
condition of making deposit as a condition of bail is onerous
I am unable to accept the said contention a¢ it was the
Respondent No.1 who out of ‘his -own frae will volunteered, by
way of an undertaking to deposit the amount. Undertaking in the
prasent case indicates ¢he Respondent No.1 rest oomtent with
the deposit of the amount. Interif Application No. 3106 of
2024, filed by the Respondent No.1 seeking relaxation of bail
condition No. 6 (i) is dismissed as withdrawn: In the peculiar
facts and circumstances of this tase, it ie not open to the
Respondent No.1 to contend that the bail ewndition i para 6
(4) to be onerous
19. Mr. Kharat, submits that the order dated Q1.04.2024, in
addition to the undertaking dated 22.03.2024, considers the
bail on merits. Reliance is placed on para 6 of the order to
submit that this Court while gtanting Bail had made reference
to the Respondent No, 1 not having cfiminal antecedents and thetrial is likely to take some time to conclude. 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. i with the intent te dissuade this Court fromconsidering the merits made thd aboye said offer to deposit
amount in this court. Respondent No.1 has taken the Court for
granted by securing his liberty an the basis of the undextakingdated 22.03.2024. Respondent No. 1 is attempting te approbate
and reprobate. Facts of instant case are similar to the facts
in the case of Kundan Singh (Supra) as. such observations of the
Hon'ble Supreme Court in para 10 are squaraly applicable to the
case in hand. Case of the Respondent No. 1 as now contended isnothing but reneging valuntarily offering deposits. The Hon'ble
Supreme Court in the case of Kundgm Singh (supra) hasdeprecated such practice.
20. Mr. Kharat, relied on the ase of Biman Chatterjee (supra)to submit that now fulfillment of the tems of compromise
cannot be basis of granting or cancelling the bail. He places
reliance on the paragraph No.7? of the said decision. Case in
Biman Chatterjee (supra) was a proposed settlement between a
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evuple having matrimonial discord. Bail granted to the Accused
in the said orime wap cancelled on the ground that the Accused
was not’ adhering te the settlement terms. It is in this context
that the Yon'ble Supreme: Court in paragraph-7 has made the
observations as under;

7. Waving heard. the learned counsel for the parties, we
are of the epipion that the High Court was not justified
iin cancelling the bail on the ground that the appellant
had violated the terms ef the campromise. Though in the
original order granting bail there ig a reference to an
agreement of the parties to have a talk of compromise
through the media of well vishers, there is no submission
made to the count that, there yill 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 tte bail solely on the ground that the
appellant had failed to keep up bis promise made to the
court. Here we hasten to abserve first of all from the
material on record, we do not find that there was any
compromise arrived at between the parties at all, hence,
question of fulfilling the terms of such compromise does
not anise. That apart non-fulfilment of the terms of the
compromise cannot be the basis of granting or cancelling
a bail. whe grant of bafI under the Criminal procedure
Code is gowaried hy tha provision of Chapter XXXIII of
the Cede and the provision therein does not contemplate
either granting of 3 bail on the basis of an assurance of
a compromise or eancéllation of a hail for violation of
the terms off such compromise. What the court has to bear
in mind while granting hail is what is provided for in
Section 437 of the said Code. In our opinion, having
granted the bail under the said provision of law, it is
not epen to the: érial court or the High Court to cancel
the same on @ ground alien to the grounds mentioned for
cancellation @€ batl in fhe said provision of law

21, The Respdrdent' Wo. 1 though having withdrawn his
Application seeking relaxation of the said bail condition No
6(1), has not vome forward to deposit the amount even during
the ‘course of hearing of 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 exereise jurisdictiop under Section 483(3) of the Bharatiya
Nagarik Suraksha Sankita, 2023 (for short “BNSS") to cancel the
bail. Bail granted ¢o tha Respondent Ne. 1 on 01.04.2024 stands
cancelled.
22. Respontient No. 1 was released pursuant to the order dated
01.04.2024. Bail being cancelled, the Respondent No. 1 is now
required to suprender. Mr. Kharat, on instructions from the
Rospondent No, 1 prays time to surrender. He prays for 8 weeks
time to surrender.
23. Considering that the Respondent No.1 was on bail since
01.04.2024, I find At appropriate to grant 4 weeks time, to the
Respondent, No.1 to surrender before the learned Court of
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Judicial Magistrate First Class, Sataza. Respondent No.1 to
surrender before the said Court on oF Beford $1 July, 2025,
subject to the Respondent No. 1 furnishing P.R. bond in thé sumof Rs. 50,000/- with one or more sureties in the like amount to
the satisfaction of the learned Wudicial Magistrate First
Class, Satara, within 10 days from today. in the event, PR
bond and sureties are not furnished within the seid peridd,
learned Judicial Magistrate First Class to uct in accordance
with law.
24. Interim Application No. 4524 of 2024 is allowed in the
above terms.”

14. Meard Mr. A.M. Bojor Barua, the learned counsel appearing for
the appellant and Mr. Prashant S. Kénjdle, the. learned counsel
appearing for the Respondent No.2 — complainant.
15. We have noticed over a period ef time ‘that orders of tegular

bail and anticipatory bail are beiny pasded by different High
Courts subject to deposit of some amount,
16. We have come across cases like the ome ff hand where accused
persons have gone to the extent of filling affiflavits in the form of
undertaking that they would depesit a partictilar amount within a
particular period and then conwandently esile from such
andertakings saying it: is an onerous condi€ion.
17. In some cases, perhaps the acaused. may abide by such
Atdectihing, bet our expenvenes sx Sax ine Tews Vask de wady cases
the accused later would net abide and flout the undertaking. In
many cases it would be argued on behalf of the accused that he had
never made such a statement and the court on ite own had recorded
in the order that the accused is ready and willing to deposit a
Particular amount. At times the entize blame is thrown on the
lawyer in making such statement for the purpose of obtaining oxder
of bail or anticipatory bail as the ease may Be. In such
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cfroumetances, the concerned court would be left with no other

option but te cancel the bail either at the instance of the State

or the original complainant,

18. The ease in hand is one. in which the appellant on his own free

will and volition Piled an affidavit dn the form of an undertaking

before the High Court that he would deposit an amount of

Re.25,00,000/- but ultimately xesiled te do so and the High Court

had to cancel the bail. It was too much for the lawyer of the

appellant to argue befere the High Court that asking his client to

deposit Rs. 25,00,000/- was ‘unreasonable. It reflects on the

professional ethics

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

direetiegs that henceforth ns Trial”Conrt or any of the High Courts

shall pass any order ef grant of reguler bail or anticipatory bail

on any undertaking that ‘the accused might be ready to furnish

for the purpose of obtaining apprepriate reliefs
decide the20. The High Courts ag well as the Trial Courts shall

plea for regular bail-or aptioipatory bail strictly on the merits

of the case. The High Courts and the Trial Courts shall not

exercise their discretion in this regard on any undertaking or any

statement that the accused may be xeady and willing to make
a - Sache

21. This 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

Courts across the country do net commit the same mistake again
ee
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23: In the case in hand, so far ae the plea for regulay bail is
deomned, we are fot ‘inclined to isok| inte. the appellant has made
a mockery of justice. He could be mali to Have abuseti
of lew. If at all the High Court wanted to release the

the process
‘appellant on

bail, it should have first asked him to depasit the amount within a
\

particular period of time and upon such deposit the appellant could

have been released. |

24, Be that as it may, now wa have mate ourselved very clear that
ens

there shall not be a single order tHat the High Courts and the
Trial Courts shall pass for grant of regular bail or anticipatory

oe ae nt
bail on the basis of any accused or hisfher family mmbase givingsia
an undertaking to deposit a particulaf amoUnt. The plea sitll be—

sata ta 8
made out on merits the court may exercise its digereti:japan SecnccenkeWt x

decided strictly on merits in s_sccordanh with law. IfSl the case is

on and if no

bare 46. eade: colt “on “mentee the courtl shall aeject the plea for
fegular bail or anticipatory bail as the case may ‘bi However, in

the High Courts or txial eourts shall not pass aany circumstances 3
wonditional order of regular bail or anticipatory bail}
25. This appeal fails and is hereby dismiseed.

26. The Registry is directed to circulate one copyoo
order to all the High Courts at the earliest.

27. Once the appellant surrenders dnd is taken

custody, it shall be open for him to |file a fresh
application before the Court concerned| and sugh bail

ach ef this

in judicial
regular bail
application

shall be decided strictly on its own merits and in acaordanes with
law. .
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28. We impase cost ef Rs.50,000/- coh gross abuse of the process

of law and taking the High Court as wall as this Court for a ride
This amount shall be deposited within a period of one week from
teday before the Supreme Couct Mediatipn Centre and the compliance
be reported

. NEN DELI
28TH JULY, 2025
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