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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

CRIMINAL BAIL APPLICATION NO. 944 OF 2016

Ram Prasad Balikol .... Applicant/Accused
Versus
State of Maharashtra .... Respondent

through Kurar Police Station, Mumbai.

Mr. Prosper D'Souza, Appointed Advocate for Applicant/Accused.
Mr. Arpan Sait, APP for Respondent/State.
Mr. Vijay Jadhav, PSI, Kurar Police Station.

CORAM : SMT. SADHANA S. JADHAV, J.
DATE : 19TH JANUARY, 2017.

Heard learned counsel appointed for the applicant. The
learned APBE upon instructions, submits that in the present case i.e.
Sessions Case No. 49 of 2013, the charge is framed in October 2014.
The complainant was examined on 12" July, 2016. It would not be
appropriate to consider an application for bail under Section 439 of
Cr.PC. in the midst of the trial and hence the application stands

disposed of.

2. The learned Sessions Judge shall not grant unwarranted
adjournments to the prosecution. The learned Sessions Judge shall
also see to it that the accused is produced from Jail on each and

every date and shall record the evidence as expeditiously as possible.
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3. The learned counsel appointed for the applicant has put
in the best of efforts to espouse the cause of the applicant. The
professional fees are quantified at Rs.1500/- to be paid to the

learned counsel within three months from today.
4. Office to communicate this order to the applicant, who is
lodged in Thane Central Prison and also to the Sessions Court,

Dindoshi, forthwith.

(SMT. SADHANA S. JADHA\, J.)



