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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

NAGPUR BENCH AT NAGPUR

CRIMINAL APPLICATION (APPLN) NO. 29 OF 2015
(Wasim Ahmad Zahir Ahmad Vs. State of Maharashtra & another)

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - -  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,                          Court's or Judge's orders
appearances, Court's orders of directions
and Registrar's orders
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  - - - - - - - - 

Shri N. R. Bhishikar, Advocate for the applicant.
Shri P. S. Jaiswal, Advocate for respondent No.2.
A.P.P. for the State.

CORAM : S. B. SHUKRE, J.

DATED :  20 JUNE, 2016

Heard.

Although, it is an admitted fact that non- applicant

No.2  had  left  India  and  gone  abroad  without  seeking

permission of the Court, in violation of the condition imposed

by this Court, the fact remains that he has returned to India

and  since  03/3/2016  he  is  attending  the  Court  dates.  The

violation is certainly there, but due to subsequent conduct of

non-applicant  No.2,  the  severity  of  the  consequences  of  the

violation  has  been  reduced  considerably.  In  these

circumstances, I am of the view that non-applicant No.2 needs

to be given further chance to show his compliant nature. 

In this view of the matter, I am not inclined to allow

this application.  The application stands rejected.  However, it

is  made  clear  that  non-applicant  No.2  shall  not  repeat  this

conduct  and in  case  he  desires  to  go abroad,  he  shall  seek

permission of the trial Court.
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