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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION
ANTICIPATORY BAIL APPLICATION NO.3018 OF 202R

Nagma Dar through Mahelaka .. Applicant
Shaikh

Versus
The State of Maharashtra .. Respondent

Ms.Sana R. Khan for the Applicant.

Mr.S.V.Gavand, A.P.P. for the State/Respondent.

Mr.Umesh S. Iyer with Ms.Ruchika Indalkar for the Intervenor.
PI Vishwasrao, attached to Santacruz Police Station, present.

CORAM: BHARATI DANGRE, J.
DATED : 21* OCTOBER, 20223

1. On 06/10/2022, the application was withdrawn when I

expressed my disinclination to entertain the application.

Before the ink on the said order could dry, another
application is moved on 20/10/2022 and learned counsel
Ms.Khan submits that the counsel, who was then representing

the applicant, was not instructed by the applicant to withdraw
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the application. I do not think that this statement deserve to
be accepted, as the particular counsel who has filed his
vakalatnama, can always take steps in the better interest of
the applicant rather than inviting an adverse order.
Accordingly, when the Court expressed it’s disinclination to
entertain the application, he preferred to withdraw the

application.

Now, the applicant has again moved an application
through Advocate Sana Raees Khan. I could have imposed
costs on the applicant for indulging into such an act, but I have
restrained myself from taking any such step in view of the

apology tendered by the learned counsel Ms.Khan.

2. With the aforesaid direction, the application stands

disposed off.

( SMT. BHARATI DANGRE, J.)
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