
                                                        1                          911-ABA.540-23.odt

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD

911 ANTICIPATORY BAIL APPLICATION NO.540 OF 2023

VINAYAK VIJAY BAHIRAT 
VERSUS

THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND ANOTHER

...
Advocate for Applicant : Mr. Sushant Baburao Choudhari.

APP for Respondent-State : Mr. K. S. Patil.
...

CORAM  : S. G. MEHARE, J.
DATE     : 07.06.2023

PER COURT     :-  

1. Heard the learned counsel for the applicant and the

learned APP for the Respondent-State. 

2. This is a successive application for anticipatory bail after

dismissal of his previous application by this Court on

05.09.2022. As the applicant was intended to go to the Hon’ble

Supreme Court, the interim protection was extended for three

weeks. However, it appears that the applicant did not go to the

Hon’ble Supreme Court against the order of this Court. A detail

order running pages was passed. Considering all aspects of the

matter, the anticipatory bail was denied.

3.      Learned counsel for the applicant would submit that now

one year has been lapsed. Hence, his successive anticipatory
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bail application may be considered.  The Court did not agree

with this argument that lapsing a time is a change-in-

circumstance.  There is no change-in-circumstances.  

4. For the above reasons, the anticipatory bail application

stands dismissed.

     (S. G. MEHARE, J.)

...
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