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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

CRIMINAL BAIL APPLICATION NO. 1100 OF 2017

Suresh Maruti Kamble ...Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra ...Respondent

Smt. Yogini Ugale for the applicant.
Mr. R. M. Pethe, APP for the respondent — State.
PSI A. K. Jadhav, Talaknagar Police Station present.

CORAM : PRAKASH D. NAIK, J.
DATE : 2™ AUGUST, 2017.

P.C.:

1. The applicant had earlier preferred an application for bail
wherein by order dated 7™ August, 2014, trial was expedited and the
trial Court was directed to make an endeavour to complete the trial
at an early date. The applicant thereafter preferred another
application before this Court wherein by order dated 21* April, 2015,
liberty to the applicant has granted to apply a fresh bail application in
the event the trial is not concluded within a period of four months.
In view of the liberty granted by this Court, the applicant has

preferred this application for bail.
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2. Learned APP on instruction submitted that the trial had
proceeded and so far about 29 witnesses are examined. The

prosecution intends to examine 5 more witnesses in this case.

3. Learned advocate for the applicant submitted that the time as
stipulated by this Court to conclude the trial was over long back and
trial ought to have concluded as directed by this Court. She further
submitted that in view of the statement made by the prosecution, the
trial Court may directed to conclude the trial within a period of one

month from today.

4. Taking into consideration the fact that only five witnesses are
remained to be examined, the trial Court is directed to conclude the
trial within a period of one month from today. To facilitate
expeditious conclusion of trial, the accused to be produced in the trial

Court on the date of hearing.

5. Application stands disposed of.

[PRAKASH D. NAIK, J.]
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