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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

CRIMINAL APPLICATION NO. 666 OF 2017

IN

CRIMINAL ANTICIPATORY BAIL APPLICATION NO. 359 OF 2016

Smt. Soloni Saket Shah …Applicant

Versus

The State of Maharashtra …Respondent
----------

Ms. Sanjana Pardesh i/b. Law Global for the applicant.
Mr. Arfan Sait, APP for the respondent – State.
Mr. Shailesh Singh for respondent no.2.

----------

CORAM : PRAKASH D. NAIK, J.

                 DATE     : 21 JULY, 2017

P.C. :

1. The applicant had preferred anticipatory bail before this Court

which was rejected by order dated 21st June, 2017. At the request of

the  learned  advocate  for  he  applicant,  interim  protection  granted

earlier was extended for a period of six weeks from date of the said

order.   Time was granted as the submission was advanced by the

counsel for the applicant that the applicant intends to approach the

Supreme Court challenging the said order.  The present application

has been preferred seeking extension of protection granted vide order
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dated 21st June, 2017.  The period of six weeks as granted by this

Court expires on 1st August, 2017.  It is submitted that the parents of

the applicant were ill  and the applicant is the only daughter.  She

could not  make arrangement  for  challenging the  order  before the

higher court.  It is therefore submitted that interim protection by this

Court is extended by further for a period of four weeks.

2. Learned APP and counsel for the intervener strongly opposed

the relief  as sought by the applicant on the ground that sufficient

time was granted to the applicant and the applicant ought to have

moved the Apex Court in case she intends to challenge the said order.

It is also submitted that the investigation is affected on account of the

interim protection which granted in favour of the applicant.

3. Looking into submissions advanced by the learned counsel for

the applicant, the protection as stipulated in order dated 21st June,

2017 is further extended by further a period of three weeks from 1st

August, 2017.

4. Application stands disposed of.

    [PRAKASH D. NAIK, J.]
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