ITEM NO.2 COURT NO.7 SECTION II-E

SUPREME COURT OF INDTIA
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.)
No. 4377/2026

[Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated
06-01-2026 in CRMA No. 27285/2025 passed by the High
Court of Gujarat at Ahmedabad]

VANUBHAI AMARSHIBHAI DANTANI

(DEVIPUJAK) Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

STATE OF GUJARAT Respondent(s)

FOR ADMISSION
IA No. 76357/2026 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING O.T.

Date : 17-03-2026 This matter was called on for hearing

today.

CORAM
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE J.B. PARDIWALA
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE K.V. VISWANATHAN

For Petitioner(s) : Mr. Ch. Leela Sarveswar, Adv.

Mr. Saurabh Gupta, Adv.
Mr. C Raghavendren, Adv.
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Mrs. C Rubavathi, Adv.
Mr. K Gopinath, Adv.

Mr. G Munisamy, Adv.

Mr. M. A. Chinnasamy, AOR

For Respondent(s) : Ms. Swati Ghildiyal, Adv.
Mr. Nimesh Bhati, Adv.

UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
ORDER

1. The petitioner has been denied regular bail by the
High Court in connection with FIR being C.R. No.
11191044230339 of 2023 registered with the Ghatlodiya
Police Station, Ahmedabad for the offence punishable
under Sections 302, 307, 394, 323, 504, 34, 114 and 201
of the Indian Penal Code, 1860 (for short, “IPC”),

respectively and Section 135 of the Gujarat Police Act.

2. It appears that upon completion of the
investigation, chargesheet was filed against the
present petitioner and two other co-accused. The filing
of the chargesheet culminated in Sessions Case No. 129

of 2024 pending as on date in the Court of 5t
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Additional Sessions Judge, Ahmedabad.

3. We heard Mr.Saurabh Gupta, the 1learned counsel
appearing for the petitioner and Ms. Swati Ghildiyal,

the learned counsel appearing for the State of Gujarat.

4. We take notice of the fact that the petitioner is
in custody as an under trial prisoner since 2023. It
is true that time was consumed by the petitioner
himself in engaging his defence counsel and that
probably has led to delay in the commencement of the
trial. However, prima facie it appears that there was
an altercation between the deceased and the accused
persons and in the course of the altercation the
petitioner is alleged to have gone inside his house and
picked up a stick and hit a blow on the head of the

deceased.

5. Having regard to the genesis of the occurrence and
the fact that not a single witness has been examined so

far, trial may take a considerable long period of time
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before it is concluded.

6. We are informed by the learned counsel appearing
for the State that prosecution intends to examine as

many as 40 witnesses.

7. Besides, the other co-accused have already been

enlarged on bail.

8. In the overall view of the matter, we are persuaded
to exercise our discretion in favour of the petitioner.
We order that the petitioner be released on bail
forthwith, if not required in any other offence subject
to terms and conditions that the Trial Court may deem

fit to impose.

9. In view of the aforesaid, the Special Leave

Petition stands disposed of.

10. Pending application(s), if any, stands disposed of.

(CHANDRESH) (POOJA SHARMA)
ASTT. REGISTRAR-cum-PS COURT MASTER (NSH)
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