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ABSTRACT

The Pune Porsche case is an extraordinary instance of the nexus between privilege, public
safety and the justice system in India. This dissertation scrutinizes the case and thereby
evaluates the functioning of the legal machinery in countering vehicular offences. It examines
the procedural, evidentiary and legislative structures that underpin such events whilst

comparing these in tandem with international standards.

Unwrapping the Case, the study opens with an exploration of the details of this specific case,
including the sequence of events leading up to the accident, context around media influence,
and social implications regarding wealth and privilege around high-profile road accidents. It
points to the deficiencies of legal infrastructure and the requirement for rigorous

enforcement.

Comparing India’s vehicular laws with countries such as the USA, UK, and Germany
exposes India’s inadequacies. The USA's strict adherence to state-specific regulations

governing DUI offenses, the UK's strict liability specific principles, and Germany's zero-

tolerance policies challenge us to reform Indian laws. The dissertation stresses the necessity

of clearer legislative provisions, better investigative practices, and the creation of specific

fast-track courts for vehicular crimes.

Sociological elements, such as media trials, public perception, and the interplay of class and
privilege, are also examined in order to gauge their effect on legal outcomes. Systemic

biases, the study argues, too often block justice and undermine public faith in the judiciary.
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Through a detailed legal and sociological investigation, this research underscores the
pressing need for legislative reforms, enhanced enforcement mechanisms, and a
comprehensive approach to hold individuals accountable, track reckless drivers, and prevent
future crimes. The critical analysis of the Pune Porsche case, therefore, aspires to provide

practical recommendations to connect law with justice within India's legal framework.

The Rise of Luxury Vehicles and High-Speed Offences in India

The last two decades have witnessed impressive economic growth in India leading to a
substantial shift in its social and consumer landscape. The luxury automobile market — a
new status symbol and, in many ways, a new front in the battle over wealth, income and
inequality has become an important marker of that shift. Mid- and upper-class folks has direct
access to high-performance cars, either from companies like Audi, BMW, Mercedes-Benz,
Jaguar and Porsche. Such vehicles boast cutting-edge technology, as well as powerful
engines, to ensure speed and safeness with sophistication. There are certainly unique
challenges and in a country with as underdeveloped road infrastructure and traffic

management.

The advent of the global automobile giants to Indian markets started in the 1990s when India
went through a liberalization phase. The demand for luxury cars surged with rising
disposable incomes, aspiration globalization and easy access to finance schemes. According
to a report by the Society of Indian Automobile Manufacturers (SIAM), the luxury car
market in India has seen a CAGR of about 12-15% from 2010 to 2022. Such trends manifest

a power transition and consumer mindset of urban India.?

Luxury cars, also considered "status symbols," are designed to lead an ideal life of driving
fast on highways with advanced accident-proof technologies and aerodynamics. However,
India’s urban roadways are ill-suited for such vehicles: ruptured surfaces, congested traffic,
and sub-standard signalling systems, all make them high-risk driving conditions. As far as
the article goes, the urban infrastructure cannot cope with the huge number of simple

vehicles.

Data from the Ministry of Road Transport and Highways (MoRTH) reveals the seriousness
of road safety problems in India. The ministry said more than 450,000 road accidents were

recorded in 2022 alone, with around 150,000 deaths as a result. Although the overwhelming

2 Banerjee, A., &Duflo, E. (2019). Good Economics for Hard Times: Better Answers to Our Biggest Problems.
PublicAffairs.
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majority of these accidents occur on two wheels and in heavy vehicles, luxury cars are often

cited in high-impact, high-speed crashes that draw widespread media coverage.

For example, the National Crime Records Bureau (NCRB) registered more than 10,000 cases
of speeding of luxury cars in urban areas from 2018 to 2022. These are counted among the
most fatal or debilitating traffic offences, and it is urban centres such as Delhi, Mumbai,
Bangalore and Pune that have the highest incidence rates. Luxury car owners often feel
invincible and drive recklessly due to peer pressure, thrill-seeking behaviour, and the belief

that their luxury automobile is inherently more crashworthy than a typical vehicle.

The Supreme Court of India has often lamented the inequitable treatment meted out to
wealthy persons in the course of the law. In State of Maharashtra v. Madhukar Narayan
Mardikar®, the Court held that the law must be enforced consistently and without bias,
irrespective of a person’s socio-economic status. But there is anecdotal evidence and enough
media accounts that suggest those who own luxury cars get away with crime leveraging their

wealth and class, which only infects the public trust in the legal system.

The Night of the Event: Chronological Reconstruction of the Accident

The Pune Porsche case, which took an unfortunate turn on the 19" May, 2024 is a great

reminder of the danger of reckless driving, especially in Luxury Cars mixed with the ratio of
alcohol level. This part reviews the accident and its antecedents in minute detail to uncover

not only the active and reactive sequences, but also infer systemic problems.
Prelude to the Incident

On May 18, 2024, Vedant Agarwal, a 17-year-old from Pune, went to a party at the Cosie
Restaurant and Bar, in Koregaon Park, an upper-crust neighbourhood where the city’s movers
and shakers gathered. Vedant Agarwal and his friends all are minors and were Served with
Alcohol at The Venue. The group drank until midnight before they made their way to Blak
Club at Marriott Suites, where they ordered more alcohol. Agarwal paid a 48,000 bill for
Cosie and 320,000 bill for Blak Club on his grandfather’s credit card despite being

underage.*

Later that night, intoxicated, Agarwal commandeered his father’s unregistered Porsche

Taycan Turbo S, a high-performance electric sports car, and drove at high speed through the

3State of Maharashtra v. Madhukar Narayan Mardikar, (1991) 1 SCC 57.
4The Times of India, "Pune Porsche Crash: A Timeline of Events," The Times of India, Pune, 27 May 2024.
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Kalyani Nagar area. At around 2.30 AM on 19 May 2024, he suddenly hit the brakes at the
Kalyani Nagar junction while drinking, colliding into a motorcycle being ridden by two
Madhya Pradesh IT professionals, Aneesh Awadhiya and Ashwini Koshta. It proved fatal—
the impact killed Ashwini, while Aneesh died later in a hospital. Devastating injuries were

suffered by both victims from the Porsche, allegedly traveling at 200 km/h (124 mph).

Locals rushed to the accident site, pulled Agarwal out of the car and later, handed him over
to the police. The case quickly garnered national attention, especially because of claims of
preferential treatment to the authorities, a delay in blood alcohol tests and an alleged attempt
to cover up by swapping Blood of the accused in Sassoon Hospital. But investigations later
implicated Agarwal’s parents and hospital staff, revealing systemic failures in how the case

was handled.
The Fatal Drive Begins

The accused left the party around 1:30 AM. CCTV at a nearby location captured the Porsche
speeding down the Baner Road stretch, one of Pune’s busiest arteries. Witnesses said the
vehicle was weaving dangerously across multiple lanes of the four-lane road, at times
blasting past them significantly faster than the maximum speed of 60 km/h that’s permitted

on urban roads.®

Later, experts reconstructed the route of the accused person and also pinpointed some points

where the car was said to narrowly miss hitting other cars. The absence of sufficient street

lighting and conspicuous signage for sections of the road likely played a role in the driver’s

inability to properly gauge the risks.
The Collision

On May 19, 2024, Vedant Agarwal's unregistered Porsche Taycan Turbo S was speeding in
Kalyani Nagar, Pune at around 2:30 AM when he lost control at a junction. Witnesses said
they heard screeching tires seconds before the crash. The car allegedly hit a motorcycle
Avadhiya and Koshta were riding, also IT professionals from the central Indian state of
Madhya Pradesh.

The consequences were devastating, the pillion rider Ashwini Koshta was killed on the spot,
while Aneesh Awadhiya died of his injuries in a local hospital hours later. The impact threw

both victims into the street, with no chance of survival.
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Forensic analysis showed the Porsche was traveling too fast and reacting too slowly to the
crash scene. The site was strewn with debris, testimony to the force of the crash. The lack of

caution from the drunken drivers together with the extreme acceleration of the luxury sports

cars made for a lethal mix.®
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Aftermath on Scene

When the fatal collision took place at Kalyani Nagar junction, the scene turned chaotic. As
the injured lay on the ground, bystanders ran forward to help them, some even trying to
resuscitate them, while others called for emergency services. To the force of the collision, the

motorcycle was mangled, and the victims ended up several feet away.

Vedant Agarwal, however, did not help but stood at the spot for a while before he was driven
away by his driver. This postponed police protocols, including the vital blood alcohol test.
When he resurfaced hours later at the police precinct, he was with his father and a politician,
raising concerns of evidence tampering. Investigations subsequently showed that his blood
sample had been exchanged with that of his mother’s at Sassoon Hospital, adding to doubts
around how far influence and privilege had sheltered the accused from immediate
accountability.

Upon their arrival at the scene, the police began their investigation immediately. Cases were
lodged under Indian Penal Code (IPC) Sections 304 (culpable homicide not amounting to
murder), 279 (rash driving) and 337 (causing hurt by act endangering life or personal safety
of others). Besides, a case was lodged under the Moter Vehicles Act, 1988 for drunken

driving.
But a number of failures in the investigative process emerged:

The Blood Alcohol Concentration (BAC) test performed on the accused was done

close to three hours post-accident and further diminished its probative value.’

Tampering/grave mismanagement of evidence: The crime scene was never barricaded
and forensic analysis on the conditions of the road at the crime scene was never done.
Eyewitness Accounts: Several people claimed to have witnessed the attacks but most
refused to testify in court for fear of retaliation or enduring protracted courtroom
battles.

Key stakeholders in Pune Porsche Case

The case involved the alleged involvement of a defendant, then 17 years old, called a
minor under Indian law, and so legal arguments were raised on whether he would

come under the jurisdiction of the juvenile court, which is an adolesce court under the

" The Indian Express, "Police Probe Tampering of Blood Samples," The Indian Express, Mumbai, 30 May 2024.
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Juvenile Justice (Care and Protection of Children) Act, 20158(JJ Act), or a
magistrate court that would be hearing him as an adult.

Juvenile Status and Its Effect on Legal Consequences

The JJ Act, 2015, allows minors over the age of 16 involved in heinous crimes to be

tried as adults, under Section 15.

Drunk driving claimed the lives of two IT professionals, the accused was driving under
the influence of alcohol. The gravity of the crime provoked public outcry, calling for him

to face adult charges.

The Supreme Court, in Shilpa Mittal v. State of NCT of Delhi®(2020), ruled that

juveniles can be tried as adults only for “heinous offences” (punishable with seven years

or more).

The accused came from a wealthy family, which led to questions about the unequal
application of justice. The assailant was bailed out within hours of the incident, with a
pithy punishment that started off as forced writing of a 300-word essay on road safety,

which was later revoked to appease public uproar.

This led to a discussion of privilege and its effect on justice, as opposed to instances

where dispossessed individuals may languish for years in jail for minor crimes.
The Victims: Looking for Justice in the Complex System

The victims, both information technology (IT) professionals, were on their way home
when the accidents hit. Their deaths, tragic in nature, sparked a national debate on road

safety, victim’s rights and judicial bias.

The Supreme Court in M.C. Mehta v. Union of Indial®(1987) reiterated the state’s
obligation to do justice to the victims of negligence. Yet, victims in high-profile cases like
Pune Porsche typically receive more lip service than legal recourse, as the legal

institution seeks to avoid technical failings that could reverse a conviction.

Law enforcement: gaps and procedural lapses

8Act 2 of 2016.
%Shilpa Mittal v. State of NCT of Delhi, (2020) 2 SCC 787
1OM.C. Mehta v. Union of India, (1987) 1 SCC 395.
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Delay in registration of FIR and tampering of evidence. The role of Pune Police in the
early hours of the incident was the subject of much scrutiny. It immediately did not
invoke Section 304 (Part I1) IPC and filed an FIR under more lenient sections of the IPC
and MVA.

In Lalita Kumari v. Government of U.P.!! case laid down by the Supreme Court on
automatic FIR registration in cognizable offenses. But Pune Police hand allegedly delayed

registration which raises questions of influence and bias.
The Judiciary: Between Statutory Principles and Popular Outcry

The first bail verdict (300-word essay) caused an uproar, prompting the courts to cancel bail
and reconsider whether the accused should be treated as juveniles. In Satender Kumar Antil

v. CBI*2, The Supreme Court held that the discretion to grant bail must not be exercised in

favour of those, who are privileged. It was for the courts to choose between Section 304A
IPC (negligence) and Section 304 (Part I1) IPC (culpable homicide).

In Ravi Kapur v. State of Rajasthan'®, the Supreme Court ruled that deaths by drunk driving
must be considered culpable homicide if it finds that there was recklessness.One of the

central questions before the court was whether the accused should be tried as an adult.

In Pratap Singh v. State of Jharkhand!, the Supreme Court emphasized that juvenile

offenders can be tried in adult courts for heinous crimes.
The Public: The Lever for Legal Reform

The Pune Porsche case had gone viral and the media went on a firing spree. There is 24/7
news coverage, shaping public opinion.Social media campaigns calling for harsher
punishment and changes in the law for juvenile offenders of serious crimes.Historically,

public outrage has prompted legal reforms:

Nirbhaya Case (2012)* — Juvenile Justice Act Amendment (2015): Minors above 16
years can be tried as adults in rape/gang rape offences.
Hit And Run Case (Salman Khan case)!: This case opened up a pandora box for

celebrities and rich offenders as it led to increased scrutiny of bail laws.

L alita Kumari v. Government of U.P,, (2014) 2 SCC 1.
12Satender Kumar Antil v. CBI, (2022) 10 SCC 51.
13Ravi Kapur v. State of Rajasthan, (2012) 9 SCC 284.
14pratap Singh v. State of Jharkhand, (2005) 3 SCC 551.
15 Mukesh v. State (NCT of Delhi), (2017) 6 SCC 1.
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The Pune Porsche case is representative of a convergence of privilege, law enforcement
ineptitude, judicial ambiguities and public activism in prominent legal cases. Each part of the
puzzle whether the accused themselves, the victims, the police, the judiciary or the public
was a crucial stakeholder in scripting the narrative of justice. Unless systemic legal reforms
are introduced to weed out such inconsistencies, cases like these will continue to reveal

cracks in India’s criminal justice system.

Current Law In Relation to Vehicle Crimes

In India, vehicular offences are regulated by a set of statutory provisions, which comprise the
Indian Penal Code, 1860 /(IPC), the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 ¥(MVA) and the Indian
Evidence Act, 1872'°(1EA). Together, these laws govern the laws of the road, specify

penalties for violations, and define liability for crashes.
The Indian Penal Code (IPC) provisions

Traffic offences under the Indian Penal Code, 1860 The Indian Penal Code 1860 states the

other forms of traffic offences. Among the key provisions are the following:

e Section 279 (Rash Driving or Riding on a Public Way)

This section punishes the offence of driving rashly or negligently so as to endanger human
life, which is likely to cause hurt. The prescribed punishment is imprisonment up to Six

months, or fine up to 1,000, or both.

e 304A (Causing Deathby Negligence):

A person who causes death by an act endangering the life or personal safety of others shall be
punished under Section 304A, exempting the circumstance of intention or knowledge
amounting to culpable homicide. The section provides punishment of the third degree, with

imprisonment for a term which may extend to two years, or with fine, or with both.

e Sections 337 and 338

These provisions come into play when somebody makes rash or negligent driving which
causes bodily injury. Section 337 applies for injuries which are not grievous, Section 338

discusses grievous hurt.

16 State of Maharashtra v. Salman Salim Khan, (2016) 3 SCC 303.
Act 45 of 1860.

18Act 59 of 1888.

BAct 1 of 1872.
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The Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 (MVA)

The read road transport and traffic regulations in India is governed by the Motor vehicles

Act, 1988. In 2019, the Act was amended to provide for harsher punishments and improve

road safety guidelines. Key provisions include:

e Driving Dangerously (Section 184)

A driver posing a danger to life or property, who drives in a manner dangerously to life or
property, is punishable with the imprisonment for a term, which may extend to one year or
with a fine which may extend to 35,000 or with both (210,000 for repeat violations).

e Driving Under the Influence of Alcohol or Drugs (Section 185)

People caught driving while intoxicated above the prescribed limit (30 mg alcohol per 100 ml
blood) face imprisonment for a term up to six months and a fine of X10,000 for the first

offense, heavier penalties for repeated violations.

e Section 194D (Not Wearing a Helmet) & Section 194B (Not Wearing Seat Belt):

They include penalties for not wearing a helmet for instance, as well as not wearing a seat

belt, in an effort to ensure safety compliance.
The Indian Evidence Act, 1872 (IEA)

As per the Indian Evidence Act, 1872, the admissibility and evaluation of evidence are

fundamental for determining liability in vehicular offences.

e Section 114 (Presumption of Fact)

Circumstantial evidence is sufficient for courts to infer negligence. In the case of hit-and-run,
for example, the level of culpability may be signalled by the fact that the accused fled the

Scene.

e Section 45 (Expert Opinion):

Courts frequently use expert opinions, including forensic reports and accident reconstruction

analyses, to determine the cause and effect of a collision.

e Section 65B (Electronic Evidence)

As the CCTV and dashcam technology advance, Section 65B provides guidelines on whether

electronic records can be admitted as evidence in vehicular offense trials.

For general queries or to submit your research for publication, kindly email us at ijalr.editorial @gmail.com
https://www.ijalr.in/
©2025 International Journal of Advanced Legal Research



https://www.ijalr.in/

VOLUME 5| ISSUE 3 FEBRUARY 2025 ISSN: 2582-7340

Loopholes

India’s established recourse for reckless driving is under the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988
(MVA) and the Indian Penal Code, 1860 (IPC), both of which have often come under
criticism for imposing soft penalties, vagueness and inability to be a greater deterrent against
heinous crimes. Similar to several previous high-profile vehicular crime cases like this, the
Pune Porsche case also throws at us the responsibility to take stock and reform the existing
legal loopholes that the not-so-few number of influential offenders routinely evade a

punishment proportionate to their crime.

The Motor Vehicles (Amendment) Act, 2019 introduced stringent penalties for reckless and
drunken driving but they are still not severe enough in case of fatality. Under Section 184 of
Motor Vehicle Act, a fine of 25,000 and/or imprisonment for up to a year has been
prescribed for reckless driving, which is negligible punishment compared to the gravity of
such crimes. In the same vein, Section 185 makes drunken driving an offence but prescribes a
maximum of six months’ imprisonment for the first offence and two years for subsequent
ones, besides fines of up to X10,000. Apart from this, these fines do not deter wealthy people

since they can afford to pay them off.

Under the IPC, cases of reckless driving are generally made under Section 279 (rash and
negligent driving), Section 304A (causing death by negligence) or in severe cases, Section
304 Part 11 (culpable homicide not amounting to murder). The law fails to adequately define
the differentiation between a negligent, reckless, and intentionally harmful act, thus resulting

in differing interpretations of the law from the judiciary.

The Pune Porsche case, in which a minor is accused of driving drunk, highlights the need to
incorporate Aggravated Vehicular Homicide as a provision in our statutes to bring DUI

deaths within the ambit of homicide offences.
Conclusion

The Pune Porsche case is yet another stark cautionary tale about the systemic deficiencies of

India’s legal framework pertaining to reckless driving and high-profile offenders. It is not

simply an isolated incident but a symptom of deep-seated problems in the country’s justice

and law enforcement systems — problems that enable money, privilege and influence to

determine the outcome of legal matters at essentially all levels. Cases of reckless

endangerment have had a predictable history, especially if the defendants had means:
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delayed or compromised investigations; evidence tampering; media spin; weak judicial
outcomes. The lack of sustained public pressure and media attention transforms these types of
events into one-time matters, and does not represent an effective long term institutional
change. This case, and its well-deserved high-profile glare, should become a turning point for
true legal accountability and road safety in India, not just another headline that is soon lost to

history.

While the Pune Porsche incident is not the first of its kind but given the high-profile nature
and the sheer dirtiness of the offense, the event represents a touchstone case in framing legal
discourse on reckless driving. It does pose important questions — is India’s legal apparatus
up to the challenge when rich and powerful people are on both sides of the equation, or does
its wheels favour the rich and powerful over average citizenry? This case must be used as a
pivot point — a time to insist on robust enforcement of traffic laws, changes in bail
provisions, increased forensic scrutiny and a system of accountability for institutional failures

by law enforcement.

The case has highlighted one of the most egregious legal loopholes—the abuse of bail
provisions and the watering down of charges. Historically, courts have displayed a generous
approach in instances of reckless driving and lower the charges from culpable homicide
(Section 304 IPC) to mere negligence (Section 304A IPC) giving escape routes leaving the
accused with a pittance. One of the principal reforms that must arise from this case, however,
is a reorganization of laws governing reckless driving — including the implementation of the
type of aggravated vehicular homicide laws found in, variously, Germany, the USA and the
UK, all of which place mandatory minimum sentences for driving under the influence in this

manner.

The judiciary has to step it up and set strong precedent in instances of reckless driving that
makes these roadways too dangerous for our people as these roads become too dangerous for
our people. Mechanisms, such as judicial training programs on the forensic analysis,
vehicular law, and international best practices must thus be introduced to ensure objective

and informed decision-making. It is also of optimum importance to set up fast-track courts

for vehicular homicide cases to ensure that the wheels of justice do not take too long to turn.

Legislators need to prioritize policy changes, enacting aggravated vehicular homicide laws,

stricter bail requirements and mandatory sentencing frameworks for reckless driving crimes.
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These laws have to be supported by effective enforcement mechanisms, such that police

officers and forensic professionals handle evidence in a transparent and efficient manner.

These law enforcement agencies should be held accountable for interfering with
investigations and handling of evidence too late. Independent oversight committees should be
utilized to oversee police investigations on major cases so that political or monetary influence

does not impede the due process of law.

Legal reforms will be important, but the ultimate aim must be cultural, a change in India over
how it views road safety, accountability under law and equality before the law. Reckless
driving isn’t simply a matter of law; it’s an affront to human life, a breach of public trust and
an emblem of systemic inequality. In order for justice to be blind to privilege and wealth in
India, there must be a culture of rigid laws, unprejudiced law enforcement and engaged civil

society. The Pune Porsche case must not become yet another symbol of legal failure but the

tipping point for judicial and systemic reform, so that no life is lost in vain from negligence,

impunity or corruption.
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