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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD

39 CRIMINAL APPLICATION NO.1759 OF 2020
IN ABA/659/2020

VAIBHAV S/0. SADASHIV SONWANE
VERSUS
THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND ANR

Advocate for Applicant : Mr. Raje Vikrant P
APP for Respondent/State : Mr. S.W. Mundhe.

CORAM : MANGESH S. PATIL, J.
DATE 1 22.02.2021.

PER COURT :
Heard both the sides.

2. Basically, the applicant was aggrieved by the conduct of the
Investigating Officer in not accepting the surety furnished by him pursuant
to the order of anticipatory bail granted by this Court. Simultaneously he is
also making a grievance that even the Investigating Officer assaulted him.
The prayer clause A regarding acceptance of surety, by passage of time the
surety having been accepted, serves its purpose. In prayer clause ‘B’ the
applicant is seeking action against the Investigating Officer, firstly for not

accepting the surety and secondly for assaulting him.

3. Extending the applicant liberty to invoke appropriate remedy for
ventilating his grievance with a prayer in prayer clause ‘B’, the Application is

disposed of.

(MANGESH S. PATIL, J.)
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