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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

BAIL APPLICATION NO. 2488 OF 2024

Sahil Amin Shaikh ...Applicant
Versus

State of Maharashtra and anr. …Respondents

Mr. Priyal Sarda, a/w Seema Dighe, Shubham Sane and 
Rajesh Ranglani, i/b Rupesh Jhade, for the Applicant.

Mr. Nikhil Parmar, for Respondent No.2 (Appointed Advocate)
Mr. A. A. Naik, APP for the State. 
API Shankar Raut, Indapur Police Station, Pune, present. 

CORAM: N. J. JAMADAR, J.
DATED: 13th NOVEMBER, 2024

PC:-

1. Heard the learned Counsel for the parties.

2. By an order dated 23rd October, 2024, this Court had

granted opportunity to the learned APP to take instructions

as to whether the mobile phone handset allegedly recovered

from  the  possession  of  the  applicant   has  been  sent  for

forensic analysis, and, if yes, the outcome thereof. 

3. The learned APP, on instructions, submits that though

the mobile phone handset was seized under the panchnama

dated  10th November,  2023,  yet,  it  has  not  been  sent  for

forensic analysis.
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4. The  learned  Counsel  for  the  first  informant  –  victim

submits that the victim has been threatened by the relatives

of the accused and NC Reports have been lodged and there is

evidence in the form of  electronic  record which shows the

complicity of the applicant. 

5. Let  respondent  No.2  file  an  affidavit  within  a  week’s

time and furnish its copies to the applicant and the learned

APP. 

6. Stand over to 27th November, 2024. 

                [N. J. JAMADAR, J.]
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