IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD

1045 CRIMINAL APPLICATION NO. 2876 OF 2018

VEERBAHADUR KULBAHADUR GURUNG @ THAPA
VERSUS
THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND ANR

Mr. M.A. Tandale, Advocate for applicant
Mr. G.A. Kulkarni, APP for respondent No.1
WITH
CRIMINAL APPLICATION NO. 309 OF 2019 IN APPLN/2876/2018
1046 CRIMINAL APPLICATION NO. 1116 OF 2019

PRAKASH S/0. BALASAHEB KHARAT AND OTHERS
VERSUS
THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND OTHERS

Mr. PS. Pawar, Advocate for applicants
Mrs. Priya R. Bharaswadkar, APP for respondent No.1
Mr. S.M. Kamble, Advocate for respondent No.2

WITH
CRIMINAL APPLICATION NO. 1877 OF 2019
1047 CRIMINAL APPLICATION NO. 1966 OF 2019

AMOL RAMDAS GAIKE
VERSUS
THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND ANR

Mr. S.S. Thombre, Advocate for applicant
Mrs. R.P Gour, APP for respondent No.1
Mr. A.V. Thombre, Advocate for respondent No.1

1048 CRIMINAL APPLICATION NO. 2093 OF 2019
SAYYAD FAROOQ ALI NUSRAT ALI AND OTHERS
VERSUS
THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND ANR
Mr. TY. Sayyed, Advocate for applicants
Mr. S.A. Gaikwad, APP for respondent No.1
Mr. H.V. Tungar, Advocate for respondent No.2
WITH CRIMINAL APPLICATION NO. 2094 OF 2019
1049 CRIMINAL APPLICATION NO. 2116 OF 2019

CHANDRAKANT DHANARAJ PATIL
VERSUS
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THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND ANR

Mr. A.M. Salok, Advocate for applicant
Mr. A.M. Phule, APP for respondent No.1
Mr. PB. Vikhe Patil, Advocate for respondent No.2

1050 CRIMINAL APPLICATION NO. 2129 OF 2019

BANDU BALU KHADKE AND OTHERS
VERSUS
THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND ANR

Mr. N.K. Tungar, Advocate for applicants
Mr. N.R. Dayama, APP for respondent No.1
Mr. M.R. Wagh, Advocate (appointed) for respondent No.2

1051 CRIMINAL APPLICATION NO. 2133 OF 2019

ANUSAYA D/O. HARISHCHANDRA KENDRE
VERSUS
THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND ANR

Mr. D.R. Deshmukh, Advocate for Applicant
Mr. A.D. Wange, APP for respondent No.1
Mr. PB. Rakhunde, Advocate for respondent No.2
WITH
CRIMINAL APPLICATION NO. 3527 OF 2019 IN APPLN/2133/2019
1052 CRIMINAL APPLICATION NO. 2136 OF 2019

SACHIN @ DEEPAK DAMODHAR MORE AND OTHERS
VERSUS
THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND ANR

Mr. M.K. Deshpande, Advocate for applicants
Mr. S.A. Gaikwad, APP for respondent No.1
Mr. R.A. Jaiswal, Advocate for respondent No.2

1053 CRIMINAL APPLICATION NO. 2140 OF 2019

VIJAY PUNDALIK SADAFAL AND ANR
VERSUS
THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND ANR

Mr. N.S. Ghanekar, Advocate for applicants
Mr. A.M. Phule, APP for respondent No.1
Mr. A.N. Barhate Patil, Advocate for respondent No.2

1054 CRIMINAL APPLICATION NO. 2689 OF 2019

ABEDA W/0O AFSAR PATHAN AND OTHERS
VERSUS
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THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND ANR
Mr. S.T. Veer, Advocate for applicants
Mrs. Priya R. Bharaswadkar, APP for respondent No.1
Mr. R.C. Bramhankar, Advocate (appointed) for respondent No.2
1055 CRIMINAL APPLICATION NO. 2826 OF 2019
SANDIP SHANKAR BHUSNAR AND OTHERS
VERSUS
THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND ANR

Mr. Satej S. Jadhav, Advocate for applicants

Mr. A.V. Lavte, APP for respondent No.1

CORAM : SMT. VIBHA KANKANWADI &
S.G. CHAPALGAONKAR, JJ.
DATE : 27" SEPTEMBER, 2024
ORDER :
1 These matters were supposed to be listed for regular admission

and after those are scrutinized, it is found that during pendency of these

applications, filed for quashing First Information Report and charge sheet,

main proceedings have been disposed of finally. The chart is given below.

St.No. Wp/ Crime No. Police Criminal | Date of Court
Cri.Appln Station | Proceedin |Judgment/
No. gs No. Order
01 |Cri. Appln. No.|79/2017, U/S|Jinsi  Police|S.C. 29.10.2020 | Additional
2876/2018 395, 412, 201 of|Station, Dist.|178/2017 Sessions
IPC Aurangabad Judge,
Aurangabad
02 Cri. Appln. No.|59/2019, U/S | Police Station, |R.C.C. 02.11.2023 |J.M.EC,,
1116/2019 452, 354, 323,|Akole, Dist.[No0.182/20 Akole
427, 143, 147,|Ahmednagar |20
504, 506, 427
r.w.s. 149 of IPC
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Cri. Appln. No.|64/2019, U/S | Police Station, |R.C.C. 03.11.2023 |J.M.EC.,
1877/2019 354, 143, 147,|Akole, Dist.|No.154/20 Akole (Court
323, 504, 506, |Ahmednagar |21 No.2
341 r.w.s. 149 of
IPC
03 |Cri. Appln. No.|80/2015, U/S | Police Station, | Special 12.04.2022 |Special Judge
1966,/2019 354(a)(1) of IPC |Phulambri, Case (POCSO Act),
and S. 7, 8,|Dist. (POCSO) Aurangabad
11(1) & 12 of|Aurangabad |No.114/20
POCSO Act 15
04 |Cri. Appln. No.|108/2019, U/S|City Police|S.C. 29.11.2021 |Additional
2093/2019 143, 147, 148,|Station, Beed |N0.58/202 Sessions
307, 325, 326 0 Judge, Beed
r.w.s. 149 of IPC
05 |Cri. Appln. No.|1/2018, U/S|Cyber Police|R.C.C. 27.01.2023 |J.M.EC.,
2116/2019 354-A, 323, 504, |Station, No.85/201 Muktainagar,
506 of IPC and |Jalgaon 8 Dist. Jalgaon
S.67 of LT. Act
06 |Cri. Appln. No.|48/2019, U/S | Neknoor Special 14.07.2022 |Special Judge
2129/2019 143, 147, 148,|Police Station,|Case (S.C. & S.T
323, 324, 504 |Dist. Beed (Atrocity) Act), Beed.
rw.s. 149 of IPC No.15/201
and S.3(2)(va) of 9
S.C. & S.T. Act
07 |Cri. Appln. No.|34/2019, U/S | Vazirabad Special 02.05.2022 | Special
2133/2019 3(1)(10), 3(1)(r) | Police Station, | Case Judge,
(s) of S.C. & S.T.|Nanded (Atrocity) Nanded
Act and S. 294, No.32/201
341 of IPC 9
08 |Cri. Appln. No.|72/2019, U/S |Kannad Police |[R.C.C. No.[05.01.2021 [J.M.EC.,
2136/2019 498-A, 323, 504, |Station, Dist.|242/2019 Kannad
506 r.w.s. 34 of | Aurangabad (Court No.2)
IPC
09 |Cri. Appln. No.|52/2018, U/S |Rahata Police|S.C. 12.07.2024 | Additional
2140/2019 302, 201 rws.|Station, Dist.|No.55/202 Sessions
34 of IPC Ahmednagar |4 Judge,
Kopargaon
10 |Cri. Appln. No.|271/2019, U/S|Nanalpeth R.C.C. 12.01.2023 |J.M.EC,,
2689/2019 498-A r.w.s. 34 of | Police Station, |N0.491/20 Parbhani
IPC and S. 3, 4 of | Parbhani 20 (Court No.5)
Dowry
Prohibition Act
11 Cri. Appln. No. |166/2018, U/S|Kopargaon S.C. 06.03.2024 | Additional
2826/2019 329, 307 of IPC|City Police |[No.16/201 Sessions
and S. 4/25 of|Station 9 Judge,

Arms Act

Kopargaon
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2 It appears that names of applicants in Criminal Application
No.1877 of 2019 were not reflected in charge sheet, which presumes that
Investigating Officer had resorted to action under Section 169 of the Code of

Criminal Procedure against them and, therefore, matter is infructuous.

3 In view of the said position that main matters i.e. proceedings
itself have been disposed of by the Trial Court, these matters have become

infructuous and, therefore, stand disposed of.

(S.G. CHAPALGAONKAR, J.) ( SMT. VIBHA KANKANWAD], J. )

agd



