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REVISED
ITEM NO.25     Court 9 (Video Conferencing)          SECTION II-A

S U P R E M E  C O U R T  O F  I N D I A
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.)  No(s).  2906/2021

(Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated  10-03-2021
in CRLWP No. 393/2021 passed by the High Court Of Judicature At
Bombay)

SURAJ SUNIL ZAWAR                                  Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

STATE OF MAHARASHTRA & ORS.                        Respondent(s)

(FOR ADMISSION and I.R. and IA No.47744/2021-EXEMPTION FROM FILING
C/C OF THE IMPUGNED JUDGMENT and IA No.47745/2021-EXEMPTION FROM
FILING  O.T.  and  IA  No.47746/2021-PERMISSION  TO  FILE  ADDITIONAL
DOCUMENTS/FACTS/ANNEXURES )

Date : 09-04-2021 This petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SANJAY KISHAN KAUL
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HEMANT GUPTA

For Petitioner(s) Mr. Mukul Rohatgi, Sr. Adv.     
Mr. Muthu Thangathurai, Adv.    
Mr. Sandeep Sudhakar Deshmukh, AOR
Mr. Vinay Vijay Sharma, Adv.

For Respondent(s)

UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
O R D E R

  The impugned order dated 10.03.2021 is in respect of a Writ

Petition  filed  by  the  petitioner  challenging  the  order  of  the

Principal District Judge, Pune giving police remand of nine days to

the investigating agency in Crime case No.673/2020.  It is accepted

before us by Mr. Mukul Rohatgi, learned senior counsel that the

original prayer has worked itself out quite some time back.  His

apprehension, however, is that the impugned order may in fact come
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in the way of a proper consideration of a bail application by the

petitioner.  

In respect of the aforesaid, the contention of learned counsel

is that the father of the petitioner Mr. Sunil Jawar, was the one

who participated in the auction and purchased the properties in

question by giving bids which are alleged to be of extremely low

value and the allegation is of collusion with the Liquidator.  The

petitioner before us is the son of Mr. Sunil Jawar i.e. Suraj Sunil

Jawar and the role assigned to him is of a  purported deed writer

in case of an electronic bidding.  His further submission is that

the mere fact that the father operates the business under the same

name of a partnership while the petitioner operates it in the name

of a limited company, itself cannot be a factor to rope in the

petitioner. It is his further submission that the two businesses

are different in nature.  

We would not like to comment on the merits of the aforesaid as

that would be matter of investigation but the fact remains that the

petitioner is stated to be in custody for the last three months.

In this time, the investigation must have progressed.

On recording of the aforesaid facts, we are of the view that

the proper course of action would be as under:

1) The petitioner is at liberty to apply for bail before

the competent Court;

2) On the bail application being filed, the same will be

disposed of by the trial Court within a week of the same
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being filed;

3) The observations made in a rather elaborate order which

has been impugned before us only dealing with the issue

of police remand would not in any manner prejudice the

case of the petitioner.

The Special Leave Petition is dismissed with the aforesaid

directions.

Pending applications stand disposed of.

(ASHA SUNDRIYAL)                               (POONAM VAID)
ASTT. REGISTRAR-cum-PS                     COURT MASTER (NSH)
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3) The observations made in a rather elaborate order which

has been impugned before us only dealing with the issue

of police remand would not in any manner prejudice the

case of the petitioner.

The Special Leave Petition is dismissed with the aforesaid

directions.

Pending applications stand disposed of.

(ASHA SUNDRIYAL)                               (POONAM VAID)
ASTT. REGISTRAR-cum-PS                     COURT MASTER (NSH)
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