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Anand           IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

ANTICIPATORY BAIL APPLICATION NO.29 OF 2016 

Vinayak Manohar Rajiwade .Applicant 

      Vs.

The State of Maharashtra .Respondent

WITH 

ANTICIPATORY BAIL APPLICATION NO.1 OF 2016 

Ashok Harishchandra Rajiwade .Applicant 

      Vs.

The State of Maharashtra .Respondent

WITH 

CRIMINAL APPLICATION NO.53 OF 2016

(For Intervention)

IN

ANTICIPATORY BAIL APPLICATION NO.1 OF 2016

Sham Hemant Rasal .Intervenor

IN THE MATTER BETWEEN

Ashok Harishchandra Rajiwade .Applicant 

      Vs.

The State of Maharashtra .Respondent
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WITH 

CRIMINAL APPLICATION NO.54 OF 2016

(For Intervention)

IN

ANTICIPATORY BAIL APPLICATION NO.29 OF 2016

Sham Hemant Rasal .Intervenor

IN THE MATTER BETWEEN

Vinayak Manohar Rajiwade .Applicant 

      Vs.

The State of Maharashtra .Respondent

Mr.Subhash Jha i/b.Mr.Subhash Hulyalkar, Advocate, 

for the Applicants 

Mr.A.Sait, APP, for the Respondent – State 

Mr.S.D.Chavan,  Advocate,  for  the  Intervenor  in 

Cri.Appln.No.54 of 2016

CORAM : REVATI MOHITE DERE, J.

DATE  : 09.03.2016

P.C.

. At  the  outset,  without  going  into  the 

merits of the Applications, learned counsel for the 

Applicants  seeks  leave  to  withdraw  these 

Applications. He states that the Anticipatory Bail 

Applications were rejected by the learned Sessions 

Judge, Pune vide order dated 30.12.2015, pursuant 
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to which the present Applications were filed. He 

states  that  during  the  pendency  of  these 

Applications, charge-sheet has been filed in the 

said case on 04.03.2015, as against the arrested 

accused. He states that in view of this fact, he 

intends to approach the trial Court by filing a 

fresh Application seeking pre-arrest bail.

2. Accordingly,  the  Anticipatory  Bail 

Applications are disposed of as withdrawn.

3. In  view  of  disposal  of  the Anticipatory 

Bail Applications, the Intervention Applications do 

not  survive  and  the  same  stand  disposed  of 

accordingly.

                      (REVATI MOHITE DERE, J.)  
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