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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

CRI. (ANTICIPATORY BAIL) APPLICATION NO.2241 OF 2017

Shekhar Kumar .. Applicant
Vs
The State of Maharashtra .. Respondent

Mr. Umesh Iyer for the Applicant.
Ms. P N. Dabholkar, APP for the State.
Mr. Kamran Shaikh for the Intervener.

CORAM : A. S. GADKARI, J.
DATE : 23 FEBRUARY 2018.

PC. :

1. By the reasoned order dated 26.12.2017, the Applicant was
granted interim relief.

2. Heard the learned counsel for the Applicant, the learned
counsel appearing for the 1* informant and the learned APP. Perused the
record and investigation.

3. The record indicates that in pursuance of Order dated
10.01.2018, the applicant has attended the investigation officer and the
alleged gadgets use in the present crime i.e. laptop and mobile phone of
the applicant have been seized by the police. That the said gadgets have
been sent to Forensic Science Laboratory for further analysis. As noted
in the order dated 26.12.2017, prima facie, it appears that as the

applicant left the job of the informant company causing acrimony
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between the Complainant and the Applicant, the present crime has been
registered. It further appears from the contention raised by the learned
counsel for the informant that the custody of the Applicant is being
sought only to cause harm to his reputation and to lower down his
image in the society at the hands of complainant/informant.

4. In view thereof, interim relief granted by order dated
26.12.2017 is hereby confirmed. However, the condition to attend the
investigating officer/concerned police station is waived.

5. Application is allowed in the aforesaid terms.

(A. S. GADKARLI, J.)



