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N. S. Chitnis

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CRIMINAL APPELIATE JURISDICTION

CRIMINAL BAILAPPLICATION NO.492 OF 2021

Rupali Mahendra Pardeshi ...Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra ...Respondent

Mr. A. D. Sonar, for the Applicant.
Ms. Anamika Malhotra, A.P.P for the Respondent — State.
CORAM : REVATI MOHITE DERE, J.

DATE : 30" SEPTEMBER 2021
(THROUGH VIDEO CONFERENCING)

PC.:
1. Heard learned counsel for the parties.
2. By this application, the applicant seeks her enlargement on bail

in connection with C.R. No. I - 49 of 2019 registered with the Malegaon
Taluka Police Station, Nashik, for the alleged offence punishable under

Sections 302, 201, 120B r/w 34 of the Indian Penal Code.

3. Persued the papers. The applicant is the wife of the deceased.
According to the prosecution, the applicant alongwith co-accused — Kailash

Wagh, a friend of the deceased as well as a friend of the applicant murdered
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the deceased at this residence, kept the dead body for one day in the house
and thereafter disposed it off by throwing it near Chikhalohal Shivar. The
body was found in a partially burned condition. The prosecution case rests
on direct evidence. The daughter of the applicant and the deceased, aged
11 years is the prime witness in the said case. The statement of the
daughter reveals the manner in which her father (deceased) was assaulted
by Kailash Wagh. She talked about the presence of the applicant at the spot
and stated that a bed sheet/blanket was put on her father and she was told
by the applicant and Kailash that he was asleep. The applicant's daughter is
the prime witness, her statement is on page 221 of the application. It
appears that thereafter, the applicant alongwith co-accused Kailash took the
body to Chikhalohal Shivar, where the body was disposed of. The
prosecution case is that the applicant was having an affair with Kailash and
as such the same constitutes motive to kill the deceased. The applicant's
daughter is the prime witness and the possibility of the applicant

influencing the said witness cannot be ruled out.

4. Considering the aforesaid, this is not a fit case to enlarge the
applicant on bail. Hence, the application for bail is rejected and
disposed of as such. However, having regard to the age of the witness i.e.
11 years, at the time of the incident, the trial of the applicant is expedited,
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lest the said witness is unable to recall the incident, due to passage of time.
The learned Judge to decide the case, as expeditiously as possible and in

any event within 9 months from the date of receipt of this order.

5. It is made clear that the observations made herein are prima
facie, and the trial Court shall decide the case on its own merits, in

accordance with law, uninfluenced by the observations made in this order.

REVATI MOHITE DERE, J.

N. S. Chitnis 3/3



