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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

CRIMINAL BAIL APPLICATION NO. 1189 OF 2016

Santosh Prakash Rokade @ Bablu. ... Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra. ... Respondent.

Mr. Pankaj D. Kavale, advocate for Applicant.
Ms. P.P. Shinde, APP for State.
Mr. Daya Jadhav, PSI, Pantnagar Police Station, Mumbai.

CORAM : SMT. SADHANA S. JADHAV, J
DATE : JANUARY 11, 2017

1 The learned APP at the outset submits that in the Special Case
No. 15/12, 11 witnesses are examined where the applicants are being
tried under the provisions of MCOCA. In view this, it would not be
appropriate to consider the application under section 439 of the Code
of Criminal Procedure, 1973 in the midst of the trial. Hence, the

application stands dismissed.
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2 The learned Counsel for the applicant submits that the trial be
expedited. It appears from the record that the Special Court is
conducting the trial expeditiously to the best of its capacity. Hence,
specific directions would not be necessary. However, the Sessions
Court is requested not to grant unwarranted adjournments to the

prosecution and to the defence in the midst of the trial.

3 The application is disposed of accordingly.

(SMT. SADHANA S. JADHAV, J)
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