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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

NAGPUR BENCH, NAGPUR

CRIMINAL APPLICATION (BA) NO.1184 OF 2018

(Lakhan alias Golu Sahdev Shirsat Vs. State of Maharashtra thr. PSO PS Old City,
Akola, Tah. & Dist. Akola)

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Office Notes, Office Memoramda of Coram,

appearances, Court's orders of directions Court's or Judge's orders.

and Registrar’s Orders.

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Shri N.M. Gaidhane, Advocate for Applicant.
Shri B.M. Lonare, APP for Non-Applicant/State.

CORAM: M.G. GIRATKAR, J.

DATE:     7  th   FEBRUARY, 2019.

Heard Shri Gaidhane, Advocate for the applicant.

He  has  submitted  that  applicant  is  a  labour.

Supplementary charge-sheet was filed against  the present

applicant.  He  was  shown  as  absconding  in  the  original

charge-sheet. The other co-accused are acquitted by the trial

Court  vide  judgment  dated  21.06.2012  in  Session  Trial

No.153/2010. The application of the applicant came to be

rejected  on  the  ground  that  there  is  every  possibility  of

absconding. 

Shri  Lonare,  learned APP has strongly objected

the application.

Police  machinery  required  to  file  a

supplementary  charge-sheet  after  the  arrest  of  present

applicant.  Crime  No.115/2010  registered  on  16.04.2010

since  then  applicant  was  absconding.  Charge-sheet  filed

against  other  accused.  Applicant  was  arrested  and
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charge-sheet was filed on 04.07.2012. The applicant lastly

attended  on  3.09.2012.  Since  then  absconding  therefore,

trial  was  separated  and  evidence  against  other  accused

came to be recorded and co-accused are acquitted by the

trial Court. After the decision of the case present applicant

came to be arrested and separate charge-sheet is filed. There

is every possibility of absconding the accused. Hence, he is

not entitled for bail. The application is rejected. However,

the trial Court is directed to expedite the trial against the

present  applicant/accused  and  decide  the  same  within  a

period of three months.
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