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OFFICE OF THE PRINCIPAL DISTRICT AND SESSIONS JUDGE:
: YADADRI-BHUVANAGIRI.

Endt.Dis.No. o’ © YA /2025/A1, Dated:©4 -12-2025.

“Communicated, with a direction to comply the directions in the Judgment
dated 28.07.2025 of Supreme Court of India in Criminal Appeal No.3219 of
2025 between Gajanan Dattatray Gore Vs. State of Maharashtra”.

PRL.DISTRICT & SHSSIONS JU
NADADRRI: BHUVANAGIRI.
"&Qadadri Bhuvanagirk

To
All the Judicial Officers in Yadadri-Bhuvanagiri District Unit.



S.GOVERDHAN REDDY HYDERABAD
REGISTRAR GENERAL Dt: 11.11.2025
Ta
All the Unit Heads.in the State of Telanganas
SiryMadam,
Sub:- High Coyrt for the 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
Crimitial Appeal Nd.3219 of 2025 between Gajanan Dattatray
Gare Vs, State' of Maharashtra — As directed — Forwarding the
same-for infarmation and .necessary compliance — Reg.
Refs- Letter 0.No0.36759/2025/SEC-I, dt14:08.2025 from the
Assistant Registrar, Supreme Court of India, New Delhi along
with & capy of the okder.
R A KK
The Horrble Supreme Court.of Ihdia while passing orders in Criminal Appeal
N0.3219 of 2025 between GQdjaman Dattatray Gore Vs. State of Maharashtra,
issued certain directions, for comrpliance.
(\ 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 5. State of Maharashtra, I am to request you to circulate

/ /
) a copy of the above $aid order among the Presiding Officers, in your Unit and to
see that the directions made I the order of the Hon'ble Supreme Court are being

complied with.

Yours sincerely,

L :-.',' b _.i' lﬁg
\\

01 rer 205 'REGISTRAR GENERAL
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From:

The Assistant-Registrar,
Bupreme Court of India, New Dalhi,

1 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL,
HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH AT
AMRAVATI,

ANDHRA PRADESH.
THE REGISTRAR GENERAL,

HIGH COURT.FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT'HYDERABAD,
DISTRICTF HYDERABAD; TELANGANA.

3 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL,
HIGH GOURT OFJUDICATURE AT HYDERABAD
FOR THE STATE OPTHE STATE OE ANDHRA
PRADESH,;
DISTRICT- HYDERABAD; ANDHRAPRADESH

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

5 THE REGISTRAR.GENERAL,
HIGH COURT OFJUDICATURE AT PATNA,
DISTRICT- PATNA, BIHAR

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

~L

THE REGISTRAR GENERAL,
HIGH COURT OF CHHATISGARH AT BILASPUR,
DISTRICT- BILASPUR, CGHHATTISGARH

8 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL,
HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI,
DISTRICT- NEW DELHI, DELHI

9 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL,
HiGH COURT OF GUSARAT AT AHMEDABAD,
DISTRICT- AHMEDABAD, GUJARAT

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

11 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL,

HIGH COURT OF JAMMU & KASHMIR AND:
LADAKH AT JAMMU,

DISTRICT- JAMMU, JAMMU & KASHMIR
\

12 '[4llE REGISTRAR GENERAL,
HAGH COURT OF JHARKHAND AT RANCHI,

aobuliviang

D N©38789/2025:
SEG-II-A
SURREME COURT OF INCIA.
NEW DELHL
14ih August, 2025,

PID: '192216/2025 N CRL.A_NOE219/2025
(SEC 11-A)

PIDi{ 19221712025 IN'QRLA. NO3219/2025
(SEG I=A)

PIDs 18Z2TR/Z025 N CRIL.A. NO3219/2025
(SEC I-a)

PID>T82210/2025 I¥ GRL.A. NO321972025
(SEC 0~4)

AID: 1922202025 TN CRIsA. mbazw/zozs
(SEC I1-4)

PID¥19222172075 IN CRL.A_NO.S719/3025
(SEC-1-A]

PID:-102222/2075.J8 CRL.A. NOJZ]WZDZS
(SEE-H-A]

PID»192223/2035 TN CTRL.A. NO.3219/2025
(BET 11-A)

PID:4927242035. 1N GRL A, RO.3214/2025
(SEC 1I-A)

PID: 19222572025 IN CRL.A. NO.3219/2025
(SECTI:A)

PID: 1822 26/2025:IN CRL.A. NO.3219/2025
(SECTIL-A)

PID# 192227/2025/1N CRL.A, NO.3219/2025
(SEC11-A)

73 AT 9005 DISTRICT RANCHI, JHARKHAND
D ~ 13 T.HF REGISTRAR GENERAL, "PID{ 192228/20251N CRL.A. NO.3219/2025
"‘f‘\'"’g'“ ET "HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA AT BENGALURU, (SECUL-A) i
£, * . .-<"7.7 DISTRICT-BANGALORE, KARNATAKA :
ahpu;.blaht(
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THE REGISTRAR GENERAL,
HIGH COURT-OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM,
DISTRICT- ERNAKULAM, KERALA

THE REGISTRAR GENERAL,

HIGH COURT OF MADHYA PRADESH PRINCIPAL
SEAT AT JABALPUR,

DISTRICT: JABALPUR, MADHYA PRADESH

THE.REGISTRAR GENERAL,
HIGH GOURT OF ORISSA AT CUTTACK,
DISTRICT- CUTTACK, ORISSA.

THE REGISTRAR-GENERAL,

HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT
'CHANDIGARH,

DISTRICT- CHANDIGARH, CGHANDIGARH

THE REGISTRAR GENERAL,

HIGH COURT OF JU DICATURE?ORRAJASIPHAN
AT JODHPUR,

DISTRICT- JODHPUR, RAJASTHAN

THE REGISTRAR GENERAL,
HIGH CQURT OF S§]KKIM AT GANGTOK,
DISTRICT- EAST, SIKKIM

THE REGISTRAR GENERAL,

HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS AT
CHENNA],

DISTRIOT- GHENNAI, TAMIL NADU

‘THE REGISTRAR GENERAL,
HIGH COURT OF JUDICATUREAT ALLAHABAD,
DISTRICT- ALLAHABAD, UTTAR PRADESH

THE REGISTRAR:GENERAL,

HIGH COURT OF UTTARAKHAND AT NAINITAL,
DISTRICT- NAINITAL, UTTARAKHAND
THE REGISTRAR GENERAL, -
HIGH COURT AT CALCUTTA,
DISTRICT- KOLKATA, WEST BENGAL

THE REGISTRAR GENERAL,
HIGH COURT OF MANIPUR AT IMPHAL,
DISTRICT- IMPHAL WEST, MANIPUR

THE REGISTRAR GENERAL,
HIGH COURT OF MEGHALAYA,
DISTRICT- EAST KHASI HILLS,; MEGHALAYA

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

. THE ADDITIONAL SESSIONS JUDGE;

SATARA, MAHARASHTRA.
(REE: CRIM, BAIL APPLICATION NO. %»4’2028)

THE S.H.O.,

SATARA CITY POLICE. STATION,
DISTT. SATARA, MAHARASHTRA.
(REE; C.R. NO. 652/2023)

‘-v-‘

\‘~-

PID#192229/2025 IN CRL.A.‘NO.’S‘Z!&IZO%

(SECII-A) Ton i A

-

PID: 192230/2025 IN CRL A..‘NOSZ)!}R(RS\,' ;B

(SEC IL-A)

(ssc 11-A)

B 53 ~
PID: 192232/2025 IN CRL.A. NO:3219/2025
(SEC II-A) :

PID; 192233/2025 IN CRL.A. NO,3219/2025
(SECII-A)

b

PID: 192234/2025 IN CRL.A..NO.3219/2025
(SEC II-A) Tr

PID: 192235/2025 IN CRL.A. NO, mmhx.q
(SECII-A)

PID:192236/2025 IN CRL.A. NO:3219/2025
(SEC 11-A)

PID:192237/2025 IN CRL.A. NO. 3219)2029
(SEC II-A)

PID: 192238/2025 IN CRL.A. NO3219/2025
(SEC 1I-A)

PID: 192239/2025'IN CRL.A. NO.3219/2025
(SEC 1I-A)

PID: 192240/2025 IN CRL.A. NO.3219/2025
(SEC 1I-A) '

PID: 192241/2025 IN CRL.A. NO.3219/2025
(SEC II-A)
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Lol ol . CRIMINAL APPEAL No. 3219 OF 2025 @ SLP(CRL.) NO. 10749 OF 2025
“ - LY ...." o R
" (REI: INTERIM APPLICATION NO. 4524/2024 IN CRIMINAL BAIL APRLIGATIQN NO. 445/2024 OF HIGH
COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY)

GAJANAN DATTATRAY GORE ) .. Petitioner(s)

THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND =

ANOTHER -. Resporident(s)
Sig,

I'am difecfed to forward herewith, a certified copy of the order-of this Court, d@s catitained in the Sigmed order.dated
28th July, 2025 passed by this Hen'ble Court in the matter above-mentioned for your in'f,dqnaj[oa, nékessary aclion and
compliance.

Please acknowledge receipt.
Youts faithfully,

(b

ASSISTANT REGISTRAR

about:blank 313



REPORTABLE

IN THE SUPREME CQURT OF INDIA.
CRIMINAL, APPELLATE JURISDICTION

CRIMINAL ARPEAT NO,8219/2025
(§Petition for Special Leave to Appeal (Grl.) No.10749/2025)

¥

GAJANAN DATTATRAY GORE Appellant (s)

VERSUS 2511{!4{“

THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA & ANR. . Respondent (s)

ORDER Certified to'be true copy

.B. PARDIW PRI B
€.B. P ALD Assistant Registrar (Judl.)
e 025
. Supreme Cou Ihdia

€L Leave granted.
058 This appeal arises fron the order passed by the High Court of

Judicature at Bombay dated 1-7-2025 ‘belew interim application
No.4524/2024 filed in Crdminal Bail Application No.445/2024, by
whieh the interim application filed by the original complainant
(Respondent No.2 - herein) gcame to be allowed and the order of bail
passed by the High Court in favour of the appellant - herein dated

1-4-2024 came to be modified.

5. Ther facts givipng rise te this appeal may be summarized as
under: -~
4. The appellant - herein came to bé arrested in connection with

crime No.652 of 2023 dated 27-8-2023 registered with the Satara
€ity Police Statien, State of Maharashtra for the offence
punishable under Sections 406, 408, 420, 4867, 468, 471, 504, 506
read with 34 prespectively of the Indian. Penal Code (for short,

wIpCH) .
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5. “The appellant - herein was arrested on 17-8-2023.
6. As the Trial Court declined to release the appellant ond

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 appellant -
herein on bail, subject to 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:-

“1I, Heard learned counsel Shri Kadam<.appearing for' ‘the
applictant, learned counsel Shri Gole appedring for Ehe
Intervener and learned APP for the State.

2. Learned counsel Shri Gole appearing for the interverer and
learned APP vehemently opposed the applidation.

3. This is an application for bail in respect of the dffende
punisheble under Sections 406, 408, 420, 467, 468, 471; 504,
506/, 34 Indian Penal Code, 1860 registered on 27/08/2023 vdze
6.R. No. 1-652 of 2023 with Satara City Police Station. The
applicant was arrested on 17/08/2023. ¥
4, It 4is the allegation that the informant zuns Batbacra

Advertising Company and I-Can Training Institute. I-Ban

Training Institute is having its several branches at Sev&rpal

places in Maharashtra. Through the Advertising compahy, the

Anformant doés market work like bulk messages, Whats- app

'Messages, creating a website, Facebook marketing, white call

marketing e#c. The applicant was employed as a bfisindes

development mahager 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 ‘brané¢h

as e business deveiopment manager. Basically, it is. the

allegation tHat an amount of Rs.1,66,00,000/- was siphoned of

by the accused from the legitimate funds belonging to the

informant.

5. The affidavit-cum-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; Ocg:
Business, Residence at:154, Block, Somwar Peth, Near
Datta Mandir, Satara presently at Central Prison of
Kalamb, Dist: Kolhapur, do hereby state on solenf
affirmation as under: -
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1) I say that, I undertake ta deposit 25,00,000/-
(Twenty Five Lakhs Only) within 5 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 name of
I Can Institute.

3) T 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 L sign
herein under." .

6. THe statements made in the affidavit-cum-undertaking are
treated as an undertaking to this Court: Learned counsel fof
-the applicant on instructions submitted that the eapplicant is
willihg to abide by the statements made in the affidavit. The
statements are accepted. It is expressly made clear by learned
counsel for the applicant on instructions of the applicant
£hat in the loge of "JAMAKA'" which is used by the accused, the
words "ICAN TRAINING INSTITUTE PVT LTD" will not be used. The
stabement is accepted. There are no criminal antecedents
reported against the applicant. The applicant was arrested on
19/08/2023. The trial 1is likely to take. 4 Jlong time to
econdlude. Further custody will only be by way of a 'pre—trial
punishment in the facts and circumstance of the ecase. The
applicant 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 cemplete. The charge-sheet has beery filed.
The applicant can be enlarged on bail. Hence, the following
order :-

(a) The application is allowed.

(b) The applicant- Gajanan Dattatray Gore in connection

with C.R. No.1-652 of 2023 registered with Satara City

Police Station shall be released on bail on his furnish
ing P.R. Bond of Rs.25.000/- with one -or more sureties

in the like amount.

(c) The applicant 1is permitted <o furnish cash bail
surety in the sum of Rs. 25,000/~ for & period of
6 weeks 1in lieu of surety.

(d) The applicant shall attend the Investigating
Officer of Satara City Police Station once in three
months an 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 person
acquainted with the facts of the case so as ¢to
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dissuadeé him from disclosing the facts to Gourt. or
andy Police ©fficer. The applicant <Hall mnot tamper

with evidence.

a$ 4

(£) On. being released on bail, ‘the applicant 3shall
furnish his contact nunber and residential address to
the. Investigatxng Officer and shall keep him updated-
4in case there is any change

(g) The applicant shall attend the trial regularly.
The: applicant shall co—operate with the ¢fial Court
and. shall not seek unnecessary adjournments.

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

(J.) The amount of Rs.25 lakhs be deposited in the
trral Court instead of this GCotrt which shaill , abidd
by ‘the final outcome of the trial Court's order. It
“is open for the trial Court to invest the amount in
rany nationalised bank.

7« The application is disposed of.”

7 Thus, it appears on plain reading of the order, ;efe:réd to
above, that the allegations against the appellant — herein are bne
of misapprepriation of an amount of Rs.1,60,00,000/- (One Crore ;nd
Sixty Lakh only) .

8. 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 deposit Re.25,00,000/- and
subjeot to such deposit, he may be released on reguiar bail.

9. An affidavit-cum~-undertaking dated 22-3-2024 came to be filed
by the appellart - herein before the High Court. We find reference
of this affidavit in para 5 of the order, referred to above..

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

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

en path.

11. In such circumstances, the Respondent No.2 - herein (drig‘j‘.‘nal
¢compdainant) preferwred an interim application in the original badl
application seeking cancellation of the order of bail gra‘n"f.éd by
the High Court,

12. The High Court vide its impugned order dated 1-7-2025 directed
thgt the appellant shall surrender before the Court of Judicial
Magﬁsb.rate First Class, Satara within a period of ff)\;-r 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, learned Advocate for the Applieant,
Myri. Shailesh Kharat, learned Advocate for Respondent No-. 1, and
Mrs., Veera Shinde, learned APP for State.

2, Raspepdent Na. 1 is the Accused in Crime No. 652 of 2023,
¥egistered with the Satara City Police Station, Satara for the
affences punishable under section 406, 408, 420, 467, 468, 471;
584 & 506 of Indian Penal Code. Said crime is registered at the
instance. of the Applicant (Complainant).

s Bmsecuf:ion case 1s that the Applicant runs §gatara
Advertising Company and I-Can Training Institute, having
s&veral of its branches in the State of Maharashtra. Respondent.
N&:. 1 was employed as a business development manager, by the
Applitant. Respondent No.l is alleged to have siphoned an
dmovnt of Rs. 1,60,00,000/- from the funds belonging to the
Applicant.

4 Respondent No. 1 was arrested on 17.08.2023.

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

v (a) The application is allowed.

(b) The applicant- Gajanan Dattatray Gore in, connection
with C.R. No.I-652 of 2023 registered with Satara City
pelice Station shall be released on bail on his furpishing
P.R. Bond of Rs.25,000/- with one or more sureties din the
like amount.



(c) The applicant is permitted to furnish cash bail surety
in the sum of Rs. 25,000/- for a period of 6 weeks ifi lieu
of surety.

(d) The .applicant shall -attend the Investigating Officex
of Satara City Police Station once in three months o
every: first Monday of fhe 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 vase so as to dissuade him from
disclosing the faots to Court or any Police Officer. Thé
applicant- shall not tamper with eviderte.

(f) On being released om bail, the applicant shall furnish
his wcentact 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. Ths
applicant shall oo-operate with the trial Court and sBall
nof: S5eek thpnecessary adjournments.

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

(i) The amount bf Rs.25 lakhs be deposited in tHe trial
Court instead of this Court which shall abide by the final
odtcome of the trial Court's order. It is open for the
trial Court to dnvest the amount in any natiomalized
bank. “

6. The preluds ¢o the sald bail conditions is “found i
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 fYled- by the applicant voluntarily which

is duly affirmed by the applicant which reads

thus:

"I, Mr. Gajanan Dattatray Gore, Age: 31 years,
Occ: Business, WResidence at:154, Block, Somwar
Peth, Near Datta Mandir, Satara presently at
Central Prison of Kalamb, Dast: Kolhapur, do
hereby state on sdlemn affirmation as under: -

1) T sdy: that, I undertake to deposit
25, OD,QOO/— (Twenty Five Lakhs Only) within
5 months before this Hon'ble Court for
showing my bonafide before this Hon'ble
Court.



») r say and 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 logo of I CAN
Institute for my personal as well as
business purpose.

Whatever stated hereinabove is true to my
*nowledge, 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 undertaking to this Court. Learned counsel for the
applfcant on dnstructions 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 For the applicant on instructions of the applicant that
in the lego of '"JAMAKA" which is used by the aecused, the
words "ICAN TRAINING INSTITUTE PVT LTD" will not be used. The
statementt is -accepted, There are no criminal antecedents
Peported Agaimst the applicant. The applicant was arrested eon
17708/2023. The trial is likely to take a leng time to coneclude.
Purther custedy will omly be by way of a pre-trial punishment: in
the facts .and eircumstance of the case. The applicant will face
the eomsequences pest-trial if found guilty. The applicant is in
custody- For more tham 7 months with no possibility of the trial
concliding any time. soon. The investigation is complete. The
shafge-Sheet. has been filed. The applicant can be enlarged on
bail. Hence, the following order:" '

7. On bG.08.7024, Respondent No.l filed Interim Application No,
3106 of 2024, seeking the following relief:-

"That this Hon'ble Court be pleased to relax the condition
No. «4i) impesed by this Hon'ble Court while passing- the
order dated 01.04.2024,"

§. Intet¥im Application No. 3106 of 2024, was unconditienally
wishdwawn: by the Respondent No. 1, on 23.06.2025,

‘9. By th& préSent Application, the Applicant has sought for
the: following reliefs:

"s, This Hen'ble Court may kindly cancel the bail
granted by this Hon'ble Court in Criminal Bail
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.l and to take Mhim in custody in
connection with the C.R. No. I-652/2023 dated
16.08.2023 registered with Satara Gity Police Sta tior;
Satara." :

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 expressed his desire to
deposit the amount in Court, as mores: particularly mentioned and
stated in the underntaking dated 22.03.2024, supported with an
affidavit. He submits that the Respondent Ne. 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 1in the undertaking 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 that Respondent No. 1 has defaulted and
breached the solemn undertaking given by the Respondent Ne. 1
to this Court, thereby viglating bail condition Ne. 6(i). He
relies on the grounds radised by the Aapplitant in pardgraph
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.l1 had himself volunteered to deposit the
amount by submitting uonderteking to this Court. She submits
that the application fo¥t bail was decided solely o6n the Basis
of the offer to deposit as .made by the Respondent No.l. Bhe
submits that the Respondent' No.1l having' offered to deposit the
amount out of ‘his own free will and after having taken benefit
of such representations, Respondent No6.1 carmot be permitted to
resile from the undertaking. She submits 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 .¢ondition 6 (i) imposed by this Court in
its order dated 0I.04.2024 in Bail Application No. 445 of 2024
is onerous conditioens'. He submits that such condition while
granting bail is not tenable. In support of his submissions he
relies on the decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court in the case
of RamesH Kumar v/s. State of NCT of Delhi and the decision of
the Hon'ble Supreme Court din the case of Apurva Kirti Mehta
V/s. State of Mahavashtra & MAnr. He further relies on the
decision of Hon'ble Supneme Court in the case of Biman
Chatterjee v/s. Sanchita Chatterjee & anr. to contend that non-
fulfillment of asSsurance of a c¢ompromise cannot be the basis of
canceling bail.

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

14. Respondent No.1l by voluntarily offering deposit of amount,
while seeking indulgence of this Court to have his liberty
secured and restored, foreclosed consideration of his bail
application on merits. Respondent No.l by his cenduct persuaded
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this Court mnot to geo into the merits of the bail order dated
01:04-2024 pdssed in Bail Application No. 445 of 2024 clearly
indicates this OCpurt being called upon by the Respondent No.1
te pass an order on his bail application, solely on the
reprﬂs'éntatipn of deposit of money as made in the undertaking
dated 22.03.2024. Respondent No.l1 has derived benefit of the
Order dated 04.04.2024 and has secured his liberty.

15. Mr, Shatilesh Kharat relies on the Judgment of the Hon'ble
Suprfeme Court in the case of Ramesh Kumar (supra) and Apurva
Kirti Mehta (Supra) to submit that a criminal court, exercising
jurisdfietion te grant bail is not expected to act as a recovery
agent. te .realise the dues of the complainant and financial
deposit @as a condition 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 .

17. Respendent. Ne.l as and by way of an after thought, is
attemptitig €o remege by contending the said bail condition to
deposit emount, to be onerous. Such practice has been
deprecated by the Hen'ble Supreme Court in the case of Kundan
Singh wWvs. The Superintendent of CGST and Central Excise. In
paras 8, ¥, 18 & 11 the Hon'ble Supreme Court has observed as
under :—~

ng. There cannot be any' dispute that excessive bail is no
bsil #fid arexrous conditions ought not to be imposed while
bail ¥s granted. As to what 1is an onerous condition would
no doubt depend eon the facts and circumstances of the
{imdinridual case. What is troubling however, 1s when
attempts akg made to foreclose consideration of bail
applicatiom orl merits by voluntarily offering deposits of
amounts ®nd thereafter reneging on it by stating that a
counsel had me authority and/or that the condition 1is
onerous.

9. We are hot able to countenance this practice. Even in
this -<©ase the argument 1is that the counsel has no
autherity 6o offer monetary deposit, when 1in the
medificatien &application no such averment was made and
all that' w@s 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 strengly deprecate this practice. If the offer for
menetary deposit had .ot been made, at the outset, the
High -Court may ‘have considered the case on merits and may
have grantdd or may not have granted relief to the
petitioner. #oday the petitioner 1s approbating and
reprobating. We are conscious of his rights under Article
21 of thHe <Codnstitution of India, but we have to be
equally censcious of the sanctity of the judicial process
afid cannot @llow parties to play ducks and drakes with
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the Court. In this scenario, the enly conclusion possible
is that both, the original bail aorder 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 Couft for fresh consideratien on
merits uninfluenced by any of the observations of .this
Court.

a1 The situation now is that the petitioner taking
advantage of the order of the High Court has secured his
release. Ordinarily the consequence would have been to put
the petitioner back .din 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 not apply to the case of the Respendent No.
1. Said contention is premised on wtHe ground that the bail
condition of making deposit as a conmdition of bail is onerseus.
I am unable to accept the said contentiéh as ‘it wds the
Respondent No.l who out of ‘his -ownt free will vodunteered, by
way of an undertaking to depasit the amount. Undertaking in the
present case indicates ¢&he Respondent No.l rest ocontent with
the deposit of the dmount. Interikh Application 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 thif§ Gase, it is mot opén to the
Respondent No.1 to contend that the bail econdition in para 6
(i) to be onerous.

19. Mr. Kharat, submits that EtHe order dated 01.04.2024, 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 the
trial 1is likely to take some time to conclude. I am again
unable to accept the said contention of the Respondent No. 1 as
the order dated 01.04.2024 wlearly gives an impression that the
Respondent No. 1 with the intent te dissuade ®this Court from
considering the merits made the abeye wsaid offer to deposit
amount 1in this court. Respondent Neo.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 instant Gase are similar to the facts
in the case of Kundan Singh (Supra) ms such observations 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 contended is
nothing but reneging voluntarily ofifering deposits. The Hon'ble
Supreme Court in the case of Kundan Singh (supra) has
deprecated such practice.

20. Mr. Kharat, relied on the tdse of Biman Chatterjee (supra)
to submit that now fulfillment of the terms of compromise
cannot be basis of granting or caneelling 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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couple having matrimonial discord. Bail granted to the Accused
in the said orime was cancelled on the ground that the Accused
was not' adhering ta 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 to an
agreement of the pdrties to have a talk of compromise
through the media of well wishers, ‘there is no submission
made to the count 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 tie baill solely on the ground that the
appellant had failed to keep up ‘his 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 arrived at bhetween- the parties at all, hence,
question of fulfilling the terms of such compromise does
not anmise. That apart nen-fulfilment of the terms of the
compremise cannot he the basis of granting or cancelling
a bail. The grant of bail under the Criminal Procedure
Code is goverded by the provision of Chapter XXXTIIT of
the Cede and the provision therein does not contemplate
either gramting ©f 3 bail on the basis of an assurance of
a compromise ©r eancéllation of a hail for violation of
the terms ofi suchi compromise. What the court has to bear
in mind while granting bail is what 1is provided for 1in
Section 437 of the said Code. In our opinion, having
granted the bail under the said prevision of law, 1t is
not open to -the: érial -court or the High Court to cancel
the same on a ground alien to the grounds mentioned for
cancellation &f bail 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 come forward to depesit the amount even during
the coursel of hearing of this Application. Respondent No. 1
having breéached. / violated bail condition no. 6 (i) of the order
dated 01.04.2024, this Court is left with no other option but
to exercise jurisdicmw wunder Section 483(3) of the Bharatiya
Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita, 2023 (for short “BNSS") to cancel the
bail. Bail granted to the Respondent No. 1 on 01.04.2024 stands
cancelled.

22. Respondent No. 1 was reéleased pursuant to the order dated
01.04.2024. Bail being cancelled, the Respondent No. 1 is now
required to su-z;rende.r.. Mr. Kharat, on instructions from the
Respondent No. 1 prays time to surrender. He prays for 8 weeks
time to surrender.

23. Considering that the Respondent No.l was on bail since
01.04.2024, I find it appropriate to grant 4 weeks time, to the
Respondent. No.l to surrender before the learned Court of
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Judicial Magistrate First Class, Satara. -Respondent Ne.l to
surrender before the said Court on o¥ beftore J1 Jurly, 2025,
subject to thé Respondent No. 1 furnishing P.R. bond in thé sum
of Rs. 50,000/- with one or more sureties in the: like amount to
the satisfaction of the learned vudicial Magistrate First
Class, Satara, within 10 days from toddy. iIn the eVert, PaR.
bond and suretiés are not farnished wiBhin. the said péeribd,
learned Judieial Magistrate First Class to mct in accordance
with law.

24. Interim Application No. 4524 of 2024 i1si allowed in the
above terms.”

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

15. We have noticed over a period ef timée “that orde¥s of tégular
bail and anticipatory bail are being pasged by different High
Courts subject to deposit of some anmount.,

16. We have come across cages like the one ifi hand w"h;are accused
persons have gone to the extent of filing affiflavits in the form of
undertaking that they would deposit a particdlar amount within a
particular period and then conveniently resile from such
undertakings saying it is an onerous condi€ion.

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 net abide and floubt the wundertaking. 1n
many cases it would be argued an béhalf of the aeccused that he had
never made such a statement and the court on 4ts own had recorded
in the order that the accused is ready” and willing to deposit a
particular amount. At times the entire blame is fhrown on the
lawyer in making such statement for the purpose of obtaining order

of bail or anticipatory bail as the ecase may Dbe. In such
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' circumstances-, the concerned court would be left with no other

opEion but to cancel the bail either at the dnstance of the State
or the original cemplainant.

18. The ease in hand is one- in which the appellant on his own free
will and volition filed an affidavit din the form of an urndertaking
before the High Court that he would deposit an amount of
Rs.2%,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 unreasonable. It reflects on the
profeesional_ethics.

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

direetiens that henceforth np Trial Conrt or any of the High Courts

shall pass any order af gramt of regular bail or anticipatory bail

—
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on any undertaklng that the accuSQd might be ready to furnish

e
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for the purpose of obtaihing appxﬁpriate reliefs.

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

~ v ety i ———

‘L—

plea for regular bail - er amtlaapatory bail strictly on the merits

N
of the case. The High Courhs and the Trial Courts shall not
w - — ~ . A g S s,
exercise their discretiocn in this regand on any undertaking or any
4 . - gt “»W

statement that the aecused.mayAhe ;ggdy and willing to make.
M‘“__— g NaRET st st

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

- e T ——

courts for a rlde and thereby undérminlng the dignity and honor of

the court.

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

e PR
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Courts across the country do not commit the same mistake again.
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23: In the case in hand, so far as t;he plea for regular bail als
déricerned,; we are not inclined to loo’k‘l into. The appellarit has made
d mockery of justice. He could be sai}d, to have abused the process
of law. If at all the High Court wante&;l to release the appellant on
bail, it should have first asked him t(jl depasit the a&mbunt within a
particular period of time and upon sucl"r deposit the appellant could

have been released. '

24, Be that as it may, now we have maﬁe oursgelves very cIear that

there shall not be a s:n.ngle order tl‘lat the H.‘bgh Cbu.x'tﬂ a'.hd the

Tr:.al Courts shall pass for grant of regular baJ.l or aht.icipatory"'
Y e ]
ba:.l on the basis of any acoused or hls/her family members giving:
e i el A
P L T
an undertaking to deposit a partlculat ameiiht., The plea slall be
M””qm § =as . 'W‘_, M
decided strictly on merits in accordan%e with law. If the .case is
s . D e e P A IO i o AT

made out on merits the court may exercxse J.be diécret:.on and if no

—r.
| s ——

casé is made out on merits the court;l shall rxejeot the plea for
P 0
regular bail or ant1C1patory bail as tre case may be. <;owever in

any cifcumstances the High Courts or tzh.al eourts s«han not pass a

25. This appeal fails and is hereby disTnissed;

26. The Registry is directed to circulate one ooepy each ©f this

order to all the High Courts at the earlliest.

27. Once the appellant surrenders d|ncﬁi 4s taken in Jjudicial

Custody, it shall be open for him to |file a fresh regular bail
application before the Court concernediand such bail application

shall be decided strictly on its own merits and in accordanee with

= !

law.
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28. We impose cost of RSuSOJOQO/— fo% gross abuse of the pracess
. { .

of law and taking the High Ceurt as welli as this Court for a ride.

This amount shall be deposited withhﬁ:a period of one week from

today before the Supreme Court Mediation Centre and the compliance

be reported.

BTy

. (J.B. PARDIWALA)

NEW DELHI
28TH JULY, 2025.
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IN THE SUPRENE COURT OF INDIA
[ORDER XX11 RULE 2(1) (A) of S.C. Rules; 2018)
CRIMINAL .APPEL'L:\TB JURISDICTION

SPECIAL LEAVE PETITION (CRL.) No. [0241.0F 2025

&

{Arising olit of Irhpugmed Judgment and Qrder dated 01.07.3025

pas3ed by thie Hon'ble High Courl af Judicardre -at Bombay in Intérim

g!ﬁ}'i'c'adbn NG. 4324 of 2023 in Criminal Bajl Application Ne. 443 of
)

WITH PRAYER FOR INTERIM RELIEF

BETWEEN POSITION OF THE PARTIES
Befare Before
¢ the this
High Court
. Court

Gajanan Darttatray Core,

fige 32 yrs,-Occupation-Business,
Rye: 15% Block Somwar Peth,
TNear Datta Mandir Satara Respondent P‘qﬁtioneﬁ

No.l
VERSUS
1. The State of Maharashtra,
Through Seeretary,
Home Mantralaya, 6 Floor,
Maddnte Cara Road, Mumbai-400052

Respondent Respondent
No. 2 No. 1
9. Nawnath Balase Deshmukh .
Age:80 years Occ: Business
Plot No 10 Shivaji Colony Satara Dist Satara
Maharashtra Applicant Respondent
) : No.?2
TQ,

THE HON'BLE CHIEF JUSTICE OF INDIA
AND HIS COMPANION JUSTICES OF THE
HON'BLE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
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