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CNR NO.MH-JG-1200-0881-2026

Criminal M.A. No.93/2026

Dagalu Vs. State

        
ORDER BELOW EXH. 01

   (Passed on Date - 30.06.2026)                        

This is an application filed by applicant Dagalu Shravan Koli,
under Section 503 of Bhartiya Nagrik Suraksha Sanhita, 2023, for releasing
the  seized  property  i.e.  seized  Tata  Ace,  Tata  Motors  Ltd.  vehicle,
registration  No.  MH-18-AA-3143,  Chassis  No.MAT445056BZN99297,
Engine  No.275IDI06LYYSM1874  (herein  after  referred  as  “Seized
Vehicle”),  seized  by  Mehunbare  Police  Station,  Chalisgaon  in  Crime
No.75/2026 for the offence punishable U/s. 11(1)(f), 11(1)(d) of Prohibition
of Cruelty to Animals Act, 1988 and Section  66(1), 192 of Motor Vehicle
Act.

2. It  is  contention of the applicant  that,  his vehicle is seized in
Crime No.75/2026. According to the applicant, he is owner of the seized
vehicle, applicant claimed interim custody of seized vehicle. He submitted
that, the vehicle is used by his daily purposes. It is necessary to have vehicle
for daily use. He is ready to under take to abide conditions imposed upon
her by the Court, while releasing the seized vehicle.

3. I.O.  filed  his  say  at  Exh.5  and  Ld.  APP have  filed  his  say
contending that, if vehicle is returned to applicant there will possibility that,
accused will  use this  seized vehicle  for  similar  offence.  Therefore,  they,
prayed for allowing the application or certain terms and conditions of an
application. 

4. Applicant on oath contended that he is owner seized vehicle. In
support of it, he produced verified copy of vehicle registration certificate,
which was showing that  he is  owner of  vehicle.  The material  placed on
record is indicating that applicant is owner of the seized vehicle.  

5. Say  filed  by  the  I.O  and  Ld.  APP  is  not  suggesting  that
detention  of  seized  property  is  necessary  purpose  of  the  further
investigation.  Under  such  circumstances,  keeping  the  custody  of  vehicle
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with police or with this Court will not suffice any purpose. As the applicant
has shown his ownership over the vehicle, it will be justifiable to hand over
interim custody of seized property to the registered owner who is proper
person for the custody of such seized vehicle. In result I pass the following
order :-

O R D E R

1. The application is allowed.

2. The  interim  custody  of  the  following  property  seized  in  Crime  
No.75/2026 by Mehunbare police station, Chalisgaon be given to the 
present  applicant  on  executing  bond  of  Rs.2,00,000/-  (Rs.  Two  
Lakh Only):  Tata Ace, Tata Motors Ltd. vehicle, registration No.  
MH-18-AA-3143,  Chassis  No.MAT445056BZN99297,  Engine  
No.275IDI06LYYSM1874.

3. Applicant shall bind himself that : -
a) He shall not sale or create third party interest in the seized 

property till final disposal of the case.
b) He shall not change mechanism of seized vehicle till final 

disposal of the case.
c) He shall produce said vehicle as and when required by I.O.

4. The I.O. is hereby directed to :–
a) To collect the necessary documents of insurance of the vehicle 

before releasing the vehicle.
b) Take photo graph of vehicle which shall be countersigned by 

the applicant. 
c) Prepared detailed panchanama of said vehicle before handing 

over custody.
d) Submit these documents along with charge-sheet.

Date  -  30.06.2026                               (Smt. Minakshi M. Dhanraj)
Place -  Chalisgaon.                               Judicial Magistrate F.C.,(Court No.1)

             Chalisgaon.
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CERTIFICATE

“I affirm that the contents of this  P.D.F. file Order are same, word to word, as per the original
Order”.

Name of the Stenographer :  C. Y. Chimankar. 
Court :  Smt. Minakshi M. Dhanraj

        Judicial Magistrate F. C., (Court No.1), Chalisgaon.
Date of Judgment :  30.06.2026
Order signed by the presiding officer on :  30.06.2026
Order uploaded on :  30.06.2026
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