1of2 7.1A.366.2022.doc

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

INTERIM APPLICATION NO.366 OF 2022
IN
CRIMINAL APPEAL NO.704 OF 2019

Vinod Vijay Dhabade Applicant
versus
The State of Maharashtra Respondent

Mr.Sankalp Golatkar with Mr.Huzaifa Khan, Advocate for applicant.
Mr.S.V.Gavand, APP, for State.

CORAM : PRAKASH D. NAIK, J.

DATE : 16" March 2022
PC :

1. This is an application seeking extension of time to furnish
surety before Trial Court and condonation of delay in furnishing

surety.

2. The appeal challenging judgment of conviction preferred by
applicant has been admitted. The sentence of imprisonment was
suspended by order dated 3" May 2019 with direction that applicant

is released on bail on the same bail amount and same surety.

Dighally smed by 3. Learned counsel for applicant submitted that Police Constable
SURKSH it i
THATTE PR30 attached to Mankhurd Police Station has visited the residence of

applicant and informed him that he has not furnished surety.
Thereafter applicant had visited Trial Court wherein he was informed
that applicant may seek directions from High Court, where appeal is

pending, granting time to furnish surety.
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4. Considering the submissions of learned advocate for applicant.
The applicant is permitted to furnish surety before Trial Court in
accordance with order dated 3™ May 2019 within a period of two
weeks. The Interim Application stands disposed of. Applicant is at

liberty to furnish fresh surety, if required.

(PRAKASH D. NAIK, J.)

MST



