2ITEM NO.8 COURT NO.7 SECTION lIA
SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).3883/2011

(From the judgement and order dated 11/04/2011 in CRLA No.30/2010,
CRLA No0.16/2011 of The HIGH COURT OF BOMBAY)

SHRAVAN RAMA PATIL Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF MAHARASHTRA & ANR. Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for exemption from filing O.T.,stay,exemption from
filing c/c of the impugned order and office report)

Date: 09/09/2011 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE P. SATHASIVAM
HON’BLE DR. JUSTICE B.S. CHAUHAN

For Petitioner(s) Mr. Shekhar Naphade,Sr.Adv.
Mr. Sushil Karanjkar,Adv.
Mr. Pradeep Chawla,Adv.
Mr. K.N. Rai,Adv.

For Respondent(s) Mr. Dilip Annasaheb T.Adv.
Mr. Anil Kumar,Adv.

Ms. Asha Gopalan Nair,Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
ORDER
Heard both sides.
Leave granted.
The appeal is disposed of in terms of the
signed order.

[Madhu Bala] [Savita Sainani]
Sr.PA Court Master
(Signed order is placed on the file)
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

CRIMINAL APPEAL NO.1764 OF 2011
(@ SPECIAL LEAVE PETITION(CRL.)NO.3883 OF 2011)

SHRAVAN RAMA PATIL ....APPELLANT
VERSUS
THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA & ANR. ...RESPONDENTS
ORDER

Heard both sides.
Leave granted.
By order dated 21.04.2010, the appellant was granted



bail subject to the condition that he will stay outside the
Panvel Taluka and prior to his release on bail he will
furnish  his fresh address to the Investigating Officer
where he intends to stay.

On the allegation that the appellant has violated
the said condition and by entering into Panvel Taluka, the
High court after finding that there was breach of condition
imposed at the time of grant of bail cancelled the bail and
directed him to surrender and committed to prison.

It is brought to our notice that in order to fulfil
certain obligation relating to property transaction only
once he came out of the area and according to the senior
counsel he has not influenced anyone or committed any
other act contrary to the condition imposed. Taking note of
the explanation offered and considering the condition
imposed, we are satisfied that the order for cancelling
bail is not warranted. Accordingly, the impugned order
cancelling the bail is set aside and the earlier order
dated 21.4.2010 is restored.
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In view of the same, the original bail order dated
21.04.2010 stand revived and we direct that the appellant
to adhere and fulfil all the conditions imposed. The appeal
is disposed of on the above terms.

................... J.
[P. SATHASIVAM]

NEW DELHI J.
9TH SEPTEMBER, 2011 [DR.B.S. CHAUHAN]



