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OFFICE OF THE PRINCIPAL DISTRICT AND SESSIONS JUDGE:

k YADADRI-BHUVANAGIRI.

Endt.Dis.No.o/ © 4X /2025/A1, Dated:04 -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 No0.3219 of

2025 between Gajanan Dattatray Gore Vs. State of Maharashtra”.

PRL.DISTRICT & SESSIONS JU
ADARRI: BHUVANAGIRT:

Byradadri 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 Telangana.

Sir/Madam,

Sub:- High Court fer tite State of Telangana — Letter received from
the Assistant Registrar, Supreme Court of India, New Delhi —

Forwarded @ certified copy of the order dt.28.07.2025 in
Crimifial Appeal Nd.3219 of 2025 between Gajanan Dattatray
Gare Vs. State of Maharashtra — As directed — Forwarding the
same-far information and necessary compliance — Reg.

Refi Letter [LN0.36759/2025/SEC-II, dt14:08.2025 from the
Assistant Registrar, Supreme Court of India, New Delhi along
with & capy of the order.

HEUKRK

The Horr'ble Supreme Courtof fil while passing orders in Criminal Appeal

N0.3219 of 2025 between Gdjaran Dattatray Gore Vs. State of Maharashtra,

issued certain directions, for compliance. ’

Therefore, as directed, while, enclosing a copy of the order of the Hon'ble

Supreme Court dt:28.07.2025 in. Criminal Appeal Na.3219 of 2025 between

Gajanan Dattateay Gore Zs: 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

see that the directions made Ir the order of the Hon'ble Supreme Court are being

complied with.

le R
y cleck & Pug, Yours rnd?

’ BAAN4

01 ro 0% REGISTRAR GENERAL
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‘lie Assistant-Registran
Bupreme Court of India, New Delhi,

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

pa REGISTRAR GENERAL,
"HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA

ATHYDERABAD,
DISTRICF HYDERABAD, TELANGANA.

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

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

5 THE REGISTRAR.GENERAL,
HIGH COURT OF.JUDICATUREAT PATNA,
DISTRICT- PATNA, BIHAR

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

7 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL,
HIGH COURT OF CHHATISGARH AT BILASPUR,
DISTRIGT- BILASPUR, CHHATTISGARH

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

9 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL,
HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT 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 ANDX
LADAKH AT JAMMU,

“193 DISTRICT: JAMMU, JAMMU & KASHMIR
12° 1 IE REGISTRAR GENERAL,

HAGH COURT UF JHARKHAND AT RANCHI,
7% ADE 90% DISTRICT RANCHI, JHARKHAND

Loc a2P ai

Ji)
13 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL,

MIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA AT BENGALURU,
DISTRICT-BANGALORE, KARNATAKA

‘aobutiviank

Di 9. 38789/2025:
SEG-II-A

SURREME COURT OF INCUA-
NEW GEGHE

14fb August, 2025,

PID: '197216/3025 IN CRIA NO@21§2025
(SEG I-A}

= SO2RITIZVI5 INF GREA. NGB219/2025
EG IA)

E153 IRIS IV CRIA. NOG2132025
[SEC 1-8)

PIDTRIZIORNTS IN GALA NOI2I2025
TSEC Day

RID: 1922008 IN CRIA. NOS1912025
SEC I-A)

PiDY.2221720 25. IN ORLA. NOSTUI038
GEC]

BID:{UI222/2025.JN CRL.A.. -510 Frio 2029
(SEC-H-A]

BID»193223/20% TY TRL A. NO.3219/2025
BEC TILA)

RID: 4972242085. 1K GRLA-RO.321922025
(SEC I-A}

ELD: 192935) CRLA. NOL3218/2025
GECTI:A]

PID: 1922762025:0N CRLA. NQ.3219/2025
(SECTLL-A)

PID 192227/2026:1N CRL.A, NO-3219/2025
(SECI1-A)

"PLD? 192228/20251N GRL:A. NO.3219/2025
(SEOUL:A)

u3
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14 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL, PIDx192229/2025 IN CRLAINOGEIOND

HIGH COURT-OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM, (SEGII-A) 0
DISTRICT- ERNAKULAM, KERALA Ty

A mHESHO,

about blank

47 THE ADDITIONAL SESSIONS JUDGE;

avout.oraie

15 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL,
HIGH COURT OF MADHYA PRADESH PRINCIPAL PID: 19223072025 IN CRL. 03RD;
SEAT AT JABALPUR, (SEC IL-A)
DISTRICT: JABALPUR, MADHYA PRADESH

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

(SEC 11-A)

17 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL, al
HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT PID: 192232/2025 IN CRL.A. NO!3219/2025
‘CHANDIGARH, (SEC 11-A)
DISTRICT- CHANDIGARH, CHANDIGARH

18 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL,
HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR RAJASTHAN PID; 192233/2025 IN CRL.A. NO.3219/2025
AT JODHPUR, (SEC.I-AY * 5
DISTRICT- JADHPUR, RAJASTHAN aay,

19 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL, PID: 192234/2025 IN CRL.A..NO.3219/2025
HIGH CQURT OF SIKKIM AT ‘GANGTOK, (SEC II-A) vo
DISTRICT- EAST, SIKKIM

20 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL, |
HIGH COURT OR JUDICATURE AT MADRASAT PID: 1922352025 IN CRL.A. NO3219/2025
CHENNAI (SEC I-A)
DISTRIOT- CHENNAI, TAMIL NADU

“21 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL, PID:192236/2025 IN CRL.A. NO:3219/2025
HIGH COURT OF JUDICATUREAT ALLAHABAD, (SEC I1-A)
DISTRICT- ALLAHABAD, UTTAR PRADESH

22 THE REGISTRAR:GENERAL, PID: 1922372025 IN CRL.A. NO.3219/2025
HIGH COURT OF UTTARAKHAND AT NAINITAL, (SEC I1-A)
DISTRICT- NAINITAL, UTTARAKHAND

23 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL, h PID: 192238/2025 IN CRL.A. NO3219/2025
HIGH COURT AT CALCUTTA, (SEC II-A)
DISTRICT- KOLKATA, WEST BENGAL

24 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL, PID: 192239/2025' IN CRL.A. NO.3219/2025
HIGH COURT OF MANIPUR AT IMPHAL, (SEC I1-A)
DISTRICT- IMPHAL WEST, MANIPUR

25 THE REGISTRAR GENERAL, ‘PID: 192240/2025 IN CRL.A. NO.3219/2025
HIGH COURT OF MEGHALAYA, (SEC 1I-A)
DISTRICT- EAST KHASI HILLS, MEGHALAYA

~~23THE REGISTRAR GENERAL,
HIGH COURT OF TRIPURA AT AGARTHALA,
DISTRICT- WEST TRIPURA, TRIPURA.

SATARA, MAHARASHTRA.

(REE: CRIM. BAIL APPLICATION NO. $342028) pip; 192241/2025 IN CRL.A. NO3219/2025
(SEC I-A)

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



i nee about:blankLE
yw id A 1074;LT CRIMINAL APPEAL No. 3219 OF 2025 @ SLP(CRL.) NO. 10749 OF 2025

>" (REN: INTERIM APPLICATION NO. 4524/2024 IN CRIMINAL BAIL APRLIGATIQN NO: 445/2024 OF HIGH
COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY)

GAJANAN DATTATRAY GORE : .- Pefitioner(s)
Versus

‘THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND iANOTHER ~ Resportdent(s)
Sig,

I'am difeafed to forward herewith, a certified copy of the order of this Court, as calitained ip the Signed order.dated28th July; 2025 passed by this Hon'ble Court in tre matter above-mentioned fot your infqumatfon, pcessary action and
compliance.

Please acknowledge receipt.

Yours faithfully,

ASSISTANP REGISTRAR

ahput:blank 3/3



REPORTABLE

IN THE SUPREME CQURT OF INDIA.

CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

. APPEAT NO,8219/2025
(GPetdtion for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.) No.10749/2025)

»

GAJANAN DATTATRAY GORE Appellant(s)

VERSUS 25118401

THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA & ANR. Respondent (s)

QRDBE Certified to be true copy

‘Assistant Registrar (Judi.)
025

Supreme Cou Ihdia

2, This appeal arises from the order passed by the High Court of

ARD TW, ey

4. Leave granted.

Judicature at Bombay dated 1-7-2025 belew interim application

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

whieh the interim application filed by ‘the original complainant

(Respondent No.2 - herein) oame to be allowed and the order of bail

passed by the High Court in favour af the appellant — herein dated

1-4-2024 came to be modified.

3. The facts giving rise to 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

City Police Statien, State of Maharashtra far the offence

punishable under Sections 406, 408, 420, 467. 468, 471, 504, 506

read with 34 respectively of the Indian, Penal Cede (for short,

wiper) .



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 appsilant —
herein on. bail, subject ta deposit of Re.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:-
“I. Heard learned counsel Shri Kadam appearing for ‘the
applicant, learned counsel Shri Gole wppedriag for Ele
Intervener and learned APP for the State.

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

3. This is an application for bail in respect of the wffende
punisheble under Sections 406, 408, 420, 467, 168, 471; 504+
506, 34 Indian Renal Code, 1860 registered aon 27/08/2003 vdze
G-R. No. 1-652 of 2023 with Satara City Police Station. The
applicant was arrested on 17/08/2023. h
4x It is the allegation that the informant zuns Babaca
Advertising Company and I-Can Training Institute. I-BanTraining Institute is having its several branches at Severpl
places in Maharashtra. Through the Advertising compafiy, theinformant does market work like bulk messages, Whats- app
"Messages, creating a website, Facebook marketing, white ocmil

marketing etc. The applicant was employed as a bUsindss
development manager for the purpose of both these institutes.
The informant was paying Rs.10,000/- to 30,000/- per menth tothe applicant. The informant started a residential academy atTalegaon Dabhade. The applicant was looking after this ‘b¥ansh@s e business development manager. Basically, it is. theallegation that an amount of Rs.1,66,00,000/- was siphoned ofby the accused from the legitimate funds belonging ‘to the
informant.

5. The affidavit-cum-undertaking dated 22/03/2024 hae beenfiled by the applicant voluntarily which is duly affirmed bythe applicant which reads thus:

YI, Mr. Gajanan Dattatray Gore, Age: 31 years, Og:Business, Residence at:154, Block, Somwar Path, Near
Datta Mandir, Satara presently at Central Prison ofKalamb, Dist: Kolhapur, do hereby state on solemnaffirmation as under:-
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1) I say that, I undertake ta 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 as well as
business purpose. A:

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

6. THe statements made in the affidavit-cum-undertaking are

treated as an undertaking to this Court. Learned counsel fot
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 learfed
counsel for the applicant on instructions of the applicant
£hat in the logo of "JAMAKA" which is used by the accused, the
words "ICAN TRAINING INSTITUTE PVT LTD" will not be used. The
stabement is mocepted. There are no criminal antecedents
weported against the applicant. The applicant was arrested on
19/08/2023. The trial is likely to take 3 long time to
conclude. Further custody will only be by way of a pre-trial
punishment in the faots and circumstance wf the case. 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 ‘ime soon. The
investigation is complete. The chapge-sheet has beer filed.
The applicant can be enlarged on bail, Hence, the fellowing
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 bail on his furnish
ing P.R. Bend of Rs.25,000/- with one -or more sureties
in the like amount.

(c) The applieant is permitted to furnish cash bail
surety in the sum of Rs. 25,000/- for & period of
6 weeks in 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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dissuade him from disclosing tHe facts to Gourt. or
andy: Police Officer. The applicant eHall mot ‘tamperwith evidence.
“ .
(£) On being released on bail, the applicaft 3Hall

furnish his contact number and residential address té
"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 co-operate With the trial Court
and. shall not seek unnecessary adjournments.

(h) The applicant shall abide by the statements madein the affidavit.
(i) The amount of Rs.25 lakhs be deposited in the] trial Court instead of this Court which shall abide

by ‘the final outcome of tha trial Court's order. It
is open for the trial Court to invest the amount in
any nationalised bank.

7s The application is disposed of.”

Ts Thus, it appears on plain reading of the otder, referred tg
above, that the allegations against the appellant — herein are one
of misappropriation of an amount of Rs.l,60,00,000/- (One Grore and
Sixty Lakh only) .

8. WHen the bail 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

subject to such deposit, he may be released on regular bail.

8, 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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| amount of Rs.25,00,000/- as undertaken by him before the fiigh Court

en path.

11. Im such circumstances, the Respondent No.2 — herein (ériginal

complainant) preferced an interim application in the original bail

application seeking cangellation of the order of bail granted by

the High Court,

12. The High Oourt 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 folr weeks.

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

dex; passed by the High Court as under:-

wl. Heard Mr. Ganesh Gole, learned Advocate for the Applieant,
Mi. Shailesh Kharat, learned Advocate for Respondent No. 1, and
Mrs. Veera Shinde, learned APP for State.

2, Respepdent Na. 1 is the Accused in Crime No. 652 of 2023,
®egistered with the Satara City Police Station, Satar® for the
offences 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).

3. Brosecution case is that the Applicant runs Satard
Advertising Company and I-Can Training Institute, having
several of its branches in the State of Maharashtra. Respondent.
No. 1 was employed as a business development manager, by the
Applidant. Respondent No.l is alleged to have siphoned an
amovnt of Rs. 1,60,00,000/- from the funds belonging te the
Applicant.

44 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 conditions

“(a) The application is allawed.

(b) The applicant- Gajanan Dattatray Gore ip conneotion
with C.R. No.I-652 of 2023 registered. with Batara City
pelice 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.



(ce) The applicant is permitted to furmish cash bail surefyin the sum of Rs. g5,000/- for a period of 6 weeks if lieuof surety.

(d) The applicant shall attend the Investigating Officer
of Satara City Police Station once in three months ori
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 case so as to dissuade him from
disclosing the faots to Court or any Police Officer. The
applicant: shall not tamper with eviderte.
(f) On being released om bail, the applicant shall furnish
his «contact number and residential address to the
Investigating Officer and shall keep him updated, in casethere is any change.

{(g) The applicant shall attend the trial regularly. The
applicant shall oo-operate with the trial Court and sBall
not seek tuhmecessary adjournments.

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

(i) The amount bf 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 prelude to the said b. conditions is ‘found in
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
is duly affirmed by the applicant which reads
thus:

“I, Mr. Gajanan Dattatray Gore, Age: 31 years,
Occ: Business, Residence at:154, Block, SomwarPeth, Near Datta Mandir, Satara presently at
Central Prison of Kalamb, Dist: Kolhapur, do
hereby state on solemn affirmation as under:-

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



2) I say ahd 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 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
freafed ms an underfaking to this Court. Learned counsel for the
applicant on dnstructions submitted that the applicant is
willing to abide by the statements made in the affidavit. The
ctateménts are accepted. 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 aecused, the

words "ICAN TRAINING INSTITUTE PVT LTD" will not be used. The

statement is accepted, There are no criminal antecedents
Peported Against the applicant. The applicant was arrested en
17/08/2023. The 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 eircumstance of the case. The applicant will face
the omsequences post-trial if found guilty. The applicant is in
custody For more than 7 months with no possibility of the trial
concliiding any time. soon. The investigation is complete. The
shafge-Sheet has been filed. The applicant can be enlarged an
bail. Hence, the following order:"

7. On 0&.08.2024, Respondent No.1 filed Interim Application No,
3106 of 2024, seeking 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,"

&. Inbetim Application No. 3106 of 2024, was unconditionally
withdrawn: by the Respondent No. 1, on 23.06.2025.

9. By the pfesent Application, the Applicant has sought for
the: following reliefs:

wi, 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 Mim in custody in
connection with the C.R. No. I-652/42023 dated
16.08.2023 registered with Satara Gity Police Station,
Satara." =

10. Mr. Gole, learped Advocate for the Applicant submits that
Respondent Ne. 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 more particularly mentioned amd
stated in the undertaking dated. 22.03.2024, supported with an
affidavit. He submits that the Respondent No. 1 had called upon
and persuaded this Court to &onsider 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 from dealing with the bail application
on merits. He submits that Respondent No. 1 has defanlted and
breached the solemn undertaking given, by the Respondent Ne. 1
to this Court, thereby viglating bail condition Neo. 6(i). Herelies on the grounds raised by the Applitant in paragraph
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 undertaking to this Court. She submits
that the application fot hail was decided solely on the basis
of the offer to deposit as made by the Respondent No.l. Bhe
submits that the Respondent No.l having offered to deposit the
amount out of ‘his own free will and after having taken benefit
of such representations, Respondent No.1 camot be permitted to
resile from the undertakimg. 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 eondition 6(i) imposed by this Court in
its order dated 0I.04.2024 in Bail Application No. 445 of 2024
is onerous conditiboné. He submits that such condition whilegranting 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 Maharashtra & Anr. 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 assurance Of a compromise cannot be the basis of
canceling bail.
13. I have perused xecord 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 consideration of his bail
application on merits. Respondent No.l by his conduat persuaded
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this Court not to go into the merits of the bail order dated
01.04.2024 pdssed in Bail Application No. 445 of 2024 clearly
indicates this Court being called upon by the Respondent No.1
to pass an order on his bail application, solely on the
representation of deposit of money as made in the undertaking
dated 22.03.2024. 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 ease of Ramesh Kumar (supra) and Apurva
Kirti Mehta (supra) to submit that a criminal court, exercising
jurisdfotion 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 tzite law that imposing of financial deposit as a
condition for bail is mot permissible and that the process of
Criminal Law particularly, in matters of grant of bail are not
akin te money recovery” proceedings.

19. Respendent, No.l as and by way of an after thought, is
attempting to remege by contending the said bail condition to
deposit emount, to be onerous. Such practice has been
deprecated by the Hon'ble Supreme Court in the case of Kundan
Singh vs. The Superintendent of CGST and Central Excise. In
paras 8, J, 18 & 11 the Hon'ble Supreme Court has observed as
under :—

ng. There cannot be any dispute that excessive bail is no
pail afd arierpus conditions ought not to be imposed while
bail ¥s granted. As to what is an onerous condition would
no doubt depend on the facts and circumstances of the
individual case. What is troubling however, is when

attempts ake made to foreclose consideration of bail
application or merits by voluntarily offering deposits of
amounts snd thereafter reneging on it by stating that a
counsel had ne authority and/or that the condition is
onerous.

9. We mre hot able to countenance this practice. Even in
this -case the. argument is that the counsel has no
authority #o offer monetary deposit, when in the

médificatien 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.

10. We strengly deprecate this practice. If the offer for
monetary deposit had mot been made, at the outset, the
High Court may have considered the case on merits and may

hdve grantédd 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 the Constitution of India, but we have to be
@qually censcious of the sanctity of the judicial process
afd cannot allow parties to play ducks and drakes with
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the Court. In this scenario, the enly conclusion possibleis that both, the original bail order of 08.05,2025 amdthe order of modification dated 14.05.2025 granting ‘finalrelief, will have to be set aside and the matter .beremitted to the High Couft fox frzesh consideration onmerits uninfluenced by any of the observations of thisCourt.

11. The situation now Is that the petitioner takingadvantage of the order of the High Court has secured hisrelease. Ordinarily the consequence would have been to putthe petitioner back -in jail. However, considering ‘theaverments made in the modification dpplication in ‘this case,we are inclined to grant a limited interim protection fromsurrendering. "

18. Mr. Kharat, submits that the decision in the aase of KundanSingh (supra) would mot apply to the case of the Respondent No.1. Said contention is premised on the ground that the bailcondition of making deposit as a comdition of bail is onerous.
I am unable to accept the said comtentich as it wds theRespondent No.l who out of his own free will wolunteered, byway of an undertaking to depasit. the amount, Undertaking in thepresent case indicates the Respondent No.l rest ocomtent withthe deposit of the amount. Iaterif Application No. 3106 of2024, filed by the Respondent No.l Seeking relaxation of bailcondition No. 6 (i) is dismissed as withdrawn' In the peculiarfacts and circumstances of this tase, it is mot opén to theRespondent No.l to contend that the bail condition iti para 6(i) to be onerous.

19. Mr. Kharat, submits that tHe order dased Q1.04.2024, inaddition to the undertaking dated 22.03.2024, considers thebail on merits. Reliance is placed om Para 6 of the order tosubmit that this Court while granting bail had made referenceto the Respondent No. 1 not having cffiminal antecedents and thetrial is likely to take some time to wonclude. I am againunable to accept the said contention of the Respondent No. 1 asthe order dated 01.04.2024 wlearly gives an impression that theRespondent No. 1 with the intent te dissuade this Court fromconsidering the merits made the abeye said offer to depositamount in this court. Respondent No.l has taken the Court forgranted by securing his liberty on the basis of the undertakingdated 22.03.2024. Respondent No. 1 is attempting to approbateand reprobate. Facts of instant case are similar to the factsin the case of Kundan Singh (Supra) es such observations of theHon'ble Supreme Court in para 10 are squarely applicable to thecase in hand. Case of the Respondent No. 1 as now contended isnothing but reneging voluntarily offering deposits. The Hon'bleSupreme Court in the case of Kundan Singh (supra) hasdeprecated such practice.

20. Mr. Kharat, relied bm the tase of Biman Chatterjee (supra)to submit that now fulfillment of the tezms of compromisecannot be basis of granting or cancelling the bail. He placesreliance on the paragraph No.7 of the said decision. Case inBiman Chatterjee (supra) was a proposed settlement between a



- 11

couple having matrimonial discord. Bail granted to the Accused
in the said orime was cancelled om the ground that the Accused
was not' adhering ta the settlement terms. It is in this context
that - the 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 parties to have a talk of compromise
through the media of well wishexs, ‘there is no submission
made to the eount 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 tite bail solely on the ground that the
appellant had failed to keep up his promise made to the
court. Here we hagtem to eobsexve 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 amise. That apart non-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 gouerded hy the provision of Chapter XXXIII of
the Cede and the provision therein does not contemplate
either gramtimg of 3 bail on the basis of an assurance of
a compromise or eancaéllation of a hail for violation of
the terms efi 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 open to the trial court or the High Court to cancel
the same en 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 come forward to depesit the amount even during
the course! of Hearing of this Application. Respondent No. 1

having breaghed. / violated bail condition mo. 6(i) of the order
dated 01.04.2024, this Court is left with no other option but
to exercise jurisdictivp under Section 483(3) of the Bharatiya
Nagar{k Surakeha Samhita, 2023 (for short “BNSS") to cancel the
bail. Bail granted fo the Respondent No. 1 on 01.04.2024 stands
cancelled.

22. Respondent 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
Respondent Nb. 1 prays time to surrender. He prays for 8 weeks
time te 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 No.l tosurrender before the said Court on or Beford J1 July, 208s,subject to thé Respondent No. 1 furnishing’ P.R. bond in thé sumof Rs. 50,000/- with one or more sureties in the like smount tothe satisfaction of the learned wudicial Magistrate FirstClass, Satara, within 10 days from toddy. In the eVeidt, PR.bond and sureties are not furnished wiBhin the seid peribd,learned Judicial Magistrate First Class to mct in accordancewith law.

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

14. Heard Mr. A.M. Bojor Barua, the learned coumsel appearing for
the appellant and Mx. Prashant S. Kenjdle, the. learned cvounsel
appearing for the Respondent No.2 =— complainant.
15. We have noticed over a period of tima “that orders of té&gular
bail and anticipatory bail are being paced by different High
Courts subject to deposit of some amount,

16. We have come across cases like the ome If hand sis accused

persons have gone to the extent of filing effiflavits in the form of
undertaking that they would deposit a particdlar amount within a
particular period and then conveniently zesile from such
ondertakings saying it is an onerous condiian.
17. In some cases, perhaps the acaused. may abide by such
undertaking, but our experienee 5 fiar has been that in many cases
the accused later would not abide and flout the undertaking. In
many cases it would be argued an behalf of ithe mecused that he had

never made such a statement and the court on its own had Tecorded

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 oxder
of bail or anticipatory bail as the ease may be. In such



circumstances, 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 cemplainant.

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

will and volition filed an affidavit in the form of an urider taking

before the High Court that he would deposit an amount of

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

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

appellant to argue peford 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

direetiens that henceforth ne. Trial” Court or any of the High Courts

shall pass any order of gran of regular pail or anticipatory bail

on any undertaking- that fy acoused might be ready to furnish
pin eg

maine et

for the purpose of obtaining appropriate reliefs.
i

20. The High Courts as well 5 the dedal Courts shall decide the

plea for regular bail-er anticipatory pail strietly on the merits

of the case. The nigh Carts and the Trial Couses shall not:

Nima = — re Ep

exercise their discretidn .in this regazd on any undertaking or any

statement that the aecused may he zeady and willing to make.

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

courts for a cide and thereby updermining the dignity and honor of

the court.

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

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



23: In the case in hand, so far as the plea for regular bail is
déricerned, we are not inclined to Lodi into. The appellart has made
d mockery of justice. He could be cath to have abused the process
of law. If at all the High Court wanted to release the appellant on
bail, it should have first asked him to depasit the amount within a
particular period of time and upon sue deposit the appellant could
have been released. | ’
24. Be that as it may, now we have magle ourselved very clear that

Eithere shall not be a single order tat the fiigh Courts and the
Trial Courts shall pass for grant of regular bail or Ei————
Bail on the basis of any accused or his/her family members giving——— fi =EE ———an under taking to deposit a particular amount. The plea shall beee EA =) ———
decided strictly on merits in accordance with Law If the case is
made out on merits the court may exercise ibs disceretion and if noee J (ECS Es Or
case is made out on merits the co shall reject the plea forpo —— |
regular bail or anticipatory bail as the case may be. However, in
‘any circumstances the High Courts or trial courts shall not pass a

pets)conditional order of regular bail or anttaipatons pei] -
TT TT ein,25. This appeal fails and is hereby Heirs.

26. The Registry is directed to circulate one ocepy each of this_ ro"
order to all the High Courts at the earl; est.

S|27. Once the appellant surrenders and 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 accordance with
law.



: so i

28. We impose cost of Rs. 50,000/- cot gross abuse of the pracess

|
of law and taking the High Court as welll as this Court for a ride.

This amount shall be deposited within a period of one week from

teday before the Supreme Court Mediati Centre and the compliance

be reported.

NEW DELHI
28TH. JULY, 2025
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

[ORDER 3X11 RULE 2(1) (4) of S.C. Rules 2018}

CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

SPECIAL LEAVE PETITION (CRL.) No. [0244.05 2625.
Ea

rising oUE of Ithpugned Judgment and Qrder dated 01.07.2675 i

P&%ed by tlie Hon'ble High ‘Court af Judicactre at Bombay in Thiérim i

Kppiteadion NG. 4324 of 2024 in Criminal Bajl Application Ne. 345 of &

)
‘WITH PRAYER FOR INTERIM RELIEF

BETWEEN
Befare

4 the
High

. Court
Gajanen Dattatray Gore,
ig 52 ¥hs.-Occupation-Business,
Rye: 15% Block Somwar Peth,
Tear Dats Mandir Satara Respondent

No.1

VERSUS

1. Tho State of Maharashtra,
Through Seeretary,
Home Mantralaya, 6% Floor,
Madange Cara Road, Mumbai-400032

Respondent
No. 2

9. Naypath Balase Deshmukh
Age:80 years Occ: Business
Plot No 10 Shivaji Colony Satara Dist Satara
Maharashtra Applicant

TQ,

THE HON'BLE CHIEF JUSTICE OF INDIA

AND HS COMPANION JUSTICES OF THE

HON'BLE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

POSITION OF THE PARTIES

Before:
this

Loure

Petitionet

‘Respondent
No. 1

Respondent
No.2 «




