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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CRMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

BAIL APPLICATION No. 856 OF 2018

Sandeep Lakshman Patil … Applicant
Vs.

The State of Maharashtra … Respondent 

***
Ms. Vrushali L. Maindad, for the Applicant.

Mr. Vinod Chate, APP for the Respondent – State.

***

                                         CORAM : P. N. DESHMUKH, J.

                                                         DATE     : APRIL 10, 2018  
PC :-

1. Heard learned counsel for Applicant and learned APP for 

Respondent. Applicant involved in Crime No. 23/2014 registered by 

Faujdar  Chavdi  Police Station,  Solapur  for  the offences punishable 

under S. 395, 354 of Indian Penal Code is seeking bail contending that 

initially  Applicant  was  released on bail  on  merits  by  order  of  this 

Court  dated  25.3.2014  passed  in  ABA.  No.  318/2014,  prima-facie 

observing that the case, as alleged by prosecution against Applicant, is 

doubtful. Admittedly, thereafter as Applicant remained absent before 

learned trial Court, non-bailable warrant came to be issued against him 
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on 1st February, 2018 and on Applicant's remaining present before the 

trial Court on 14th March, 2018, and on his application for cancellation 

of  NBW, by  impugned  order,  application  came to  be  rejected  and 

Applicant is taken into custody.  On the earlier date, directions were 

given to Applicant to make statement with regard to progress in the 

sessions trial after Applicant is taken in the custody on 14th March, 

2018.  Learned  counsel  for  Applicant,  on  the  basis  of  roznama  of 

concerned proceeding, submits that trial was fixed on 3rd April, 2018. 

However, on that date, no evidence could be recorded and now matter 

is adjourned to17.4.2018.

2. Learned trial Court finding that as Applicant was absent 

on 1st February, 2018 on which day, witnesses were present, however, 

their evidence could not be recorded for want of presence of applicant, 

issued  NBW  and  thereafter  had  also  issued  notice  to  Applicant's 

surety, who in spite of service, did not remain present, nor produced 

the  Applicant  before  the  trial  Court  and  thus,  by  impugned  order, 

application filed for  cancellation  of  NBW came to be rejected and 

Applicant was taken in the custody.

3. Considering the fact  that  Applicant  was  on bail,  which 
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was granted in his favour observing that case of prosecution against 

Applicant is doubtful, application is liable to be allowed by imposing 

strict condition as per order below:

(i) Applicant  be  released on bail  on his  executing  PR 

bond in the sum of Rs. 25,000/- with one surety in the 

like amount;

(ii) Applicant shall remain present before the trial Court 

on the fixed date of hearing without fail. It is clarified 

that if Applicant fails to attend trial Court, even on a 

single  date,  this  order  shall  automatically  stand 

cancelled.

Sd/-
                                                                          [P. N. DESHMUKH, J.]

Vinayak Halemath
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