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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD
CRIMINAL WRIT PETITION NO. 1538 OF 2014
Ravindra Ramu Rathod,
Age: 28 years, Occ: Private Service,
R/o. Kale Colony, Sillod,
Tq. Sillod, Dist. Aurangabad & ors. ...Petitioners
versus
State of Maharashtra,

Through Sillod City Police Station,
Sillod, Dist. Aurangabad & anr. ...Respondents

Mr. D.P. Palodkar, Advocate for petitioners
Mr. A.R. Kale, A.P.P. for respondent/State
Mr. B.V. Virdhe, Advocate for respondent No. 2

CORAM : N.W. SAMBRE, J.

DATE : 26th APRIL, 2016
ORAL ORDER :

Heard Mr. Palodkar, learned Counsel for the petitioners
at length. He submits that both the Courts below have committed
error of law apparent on the face of record in not permitting the
accused persons to place on record certain evidence and marked the

same as Exhibit Numbers.

2. Having perused the order passed by the Courts below, it
is noted that the Courts below have given cogent reasons for

rejecting the prayer of the petitioners. Apart from above, it is always
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open for the petitioners to raise issue as regards admissibility of the
evidence at the time of final hearing, in view of the judgment of the
Apex Court in the matter of Bipin Shantilal Panchal vs. State of

Gujarat and another reported in A.LLR. 2001 SC 1158.

3. The criminal writ petition stands disposed of in above

terms.

[ N.W. SAMBRE, J. ]
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