Anand

ANAND
SUDHAKAR
SUDAME

Digitally signed by
ANAND
SUDHAKAR
SUDAME

Date: 2023.08.05
13:11:31 +0530

21. BA 1483-2021.doc

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

BAIL APPLICATION NO. 1483 OF 2021

Vinod Hanumant Gaikwad Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra .Respondent

Ms Bhakti Wast i/b. Mr. Prakash Deshmukh, Advocate, for the
Applicant
Mrs. M. R. Tidke, APP, for the Respondent - State

CORAM ANIL L. PANSARE, dJ.
DATE : 04.08.2023
P.C.
None appears for the Applicant.
2. This Court (Coram : Sandeep K. Shinde, J.) vide order

dated 06.06.2022 had requested the trial Court to make an
endeavour to conclude the trial on or before 08.07.2022. The

report of the trial Court was called for.

3. Perused the report. It appears that the Applicant was
not properly represented before the trial Court. The trial Court
had appointed an Advocate from the panel of the Legal Services
Authority. He moved an Application for setting aside the order of
‘No cross-examination’ passed against the Applicant in respect of
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witnesses i. e. PW.2, PW.4 & PW.5. These three witnesses have
been re-called for cross-examination. The Applicant, now, will get
an opportunity to cross examine the aforesaid witnesses.

Otherwise, it appears that the trial is almost completed.

4. In these circumstances, I am not inclined to grant
relief, but with a rider that he will be at liberty to approach this

Court after a period of three months, if the trial is not concluded.

5. The Application is dismissed with Iliberty as

mentioned above.

(ANIL L. PANSARE, J.)

Later on
Learned APP submits, on instructions, that the trial

has been concluded. The Applicant has been convicted.

If that be so, the Application is disposed of as does not

survive.

(ANIL L. PANSARE, J.)
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