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I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

CRI M NAL APPEAL NO 1324 OF 2015
(Arising Qut of SLP (Crl.)No.2603 of 2015)

VI SPY BAHADUR KAPADI A APPELLA

VERSUS

STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND ANR. RESPON

ORDER

Leave granted.

We have heard | earned counsel for the parties.

By our order dated 1st April, 2015, we had directed
that in the event of appellant’s arrest in connection with
ME CR No.1 of 2014 transferred to Crime Branch, C1.D.

Uni t I, Munbai , he shal | be enl ar ged on b

furni shing bail bonds in a sumof Rs.20,000/- (Rupees Twenty

Thousand) with t wo sureties in t he l'ike anou

satisfaction of the officer effecting the arrest.

t oday told by M. F. S Nar i man, | ear ned sen

appearing for the petitioner that the petitioner is not only

willing to furnish bail bonds in the event of his arrest but

has

at all tinmes offered to cooperate with th

i nvestigation. He submits that the petitioner has even



1
addressed conmuni cations to that effect to the investigating

officer. M. Narinan submits that the appellant has even in

the past appeared before the investigating officer as many

as 16 tinmes and answered all possible questions relevant to

the conpl etion of the investigation. He further subnits

t hat the appell ant is willing to of fer hi s conti nued
cooperation with the ongoing investigation and that this

matter could in that view be disposed of making the interim

direction nenti oned above absol ute.

Learned counsel for the State of Maharashtra and the
conpl ai nant r espondent No. 2, however, strenuously oppose
t hat prayer. It is subnmitted on behal f of the respondents
that in view of nature of allegation |evelled against the
appel | ant and t he need for cust odi al i nterrogation t he
prayer for bail ought to be declined and the investigation
officer permtted to take the appellant into custody for

proper investigation.

Havi ng gi ven our anxi ous consi derati on to t he
submi ssi ons nade at the bar, we are of the view that order
dated 1st April, 2015 passed by this Court ought to be nade
absol ut e. We say so not only because of the nature of
al | egati ons nade agai nst the appellant but al so on account
of t he fact t hat t he appel | ant is and has al ways been

willing to cooperate with the ongoing investigation.

We accordingly allow this appeal and set aside the

i mpugned order passed by the H gh Court and make our order

dated 1st April, 2015 absol ute.

We, however, direct the appellant to cooperate in the
ongoi ng i nvestigation o) t hat t he same is concl uded
expeditiously, for which purpose the appellant is directed

to appear bef ore t he i nvestigating of ficer on three



consecutive dates i.e. 26th, 27th and 28th of Cctober, 2015 at
11.00 a.m in the norning and on all other dates on which

the investigation officer may require himto appear

We also nake it clear that in case the petitioner does

not appear before the investigating officer on the dates

gi ven above, or does not cooperate with t he ongoi ng
i nvestigation, the respondent shall be free to apply for
recall of this order and cancellation of bail granted to
hi m
Wth t he abovesai d observati ons, this appeal is

al | oned and di sposed of f.

[ KURI AN JCOSEPH]
Cct ober 7, 2015
New Del hi .

| TEM NO. 10 COURT NO. 2 SECTION |1 A
SUPREMECOURTOFI NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.) No(s). 2603/2015
(Arising out of inmpugned final judgnment and order dated 13/03/2015
in CRABA No. 1344/2014 passed by the H gh Court O Bonbay)
VI SPY BAHADUR KAPADI A Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND ANR. Respondent ( s)
(with appln. (s) for vacating interimrelief and interimrelief and
of fice report)
Date : 07/10/2015 This petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE MR, JUSTICE T.S. THAKUR

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE KURI AN JOSEPH

For Petitioner(s)

F.S. Nariman, Sr. Adv.
R N. Karanj awal a, Adv.
. Sandeep Kapur, Adv.

. Ravi Sharma, Adv.

Vivek Suri, Adv.

Ni hari ka Kar anj awal a, Adv.
Apporva Pandey, Adv.
Subhash Sharma, Adv.
Mani k Kar anj awal a, Adv.
A.M Soder, Adv.

<5355533%%



M. S.N Raj, Adv.
M. Edith Dey, Adv.
M's. Karanjawal a & Co., Adv.
For Respondent (s)
M. Ni shant Ramakantrao Katneshwar kar, Adv.
M. Arpit Rai, Adv.
M. Ni khil Chaudhari, Adv.
M. Arvind S. Avhad, Adv.

UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmde the follow ng
ORDER

Leave granted.
Appeal is allowed in terns of the signed order.
(Ashok Raj Singh) (Veena Khera)

Court Master Court Master
(Signed Oder is placed in the file)



