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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

INTERIM APPLICATION No.2179 OF 2021
IN
BAIL APPLICATION No. 534 OF 2021

Abhishek Ramsingh Handa

@ Lucky .. Applicant
Versus
The State of Maharashtra .. Respondent

MrVriddhi Maria i/b. Sarfaraz Khalife for Applicant
Smt. Rutuja Ambekar, APP for State.

CORAM: BHARATI DANGRE, J.
DATED : 6" SEPTEMBER, 2021

PC:-

1. By the present application, the applicant is seeking
extension of time to furnish the sureties. The Applicant was
admitted to default bail and he was also permitted to furnish cash
bail in a sum of Rs.15,000/- for the period of six weeks.

2. Today, an application is moved seeking extension of time
for a reasonable period and prayer clause of the application reads
as under:

“18 (a) To issue an appropriate order or direction, to
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modify the order dated 02.07.2021 Clause no. VI in
Criminal Application No.534 of 2021, passed by the
Hon’ble court and thereby allow reasonable time to furnish

surety before the trial court on such terms and conditions.”

The explanation of the said prayer is offered in paragraph
10 of the application where the Applicant states that due to
pandemic, he could not furnish the solvent sureties though he is

genuinely trying to furnish the same.

3. Applicant needs to be reminded it that the pandemic is now
over and as far as the City of Mumbai is concerned, all the curbs
and restrictions are lifted. The applicant is charged for the serious
offences. He has availed his liberty subject to the stipulated
condition imposed on him, but down the line as more than six
weeks, he give an excuse pray for extension of the time limit for
complying the condition of furnishing sureties.

4.  No extension can be granted on such vague ground that in
spite of the best efforts, he is unable to furnish the surety. No
further extension can be granted.

5.  Interim Application No. 2179 of 2021 is rejected.

SMT. BHARATI DANGRE, |
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