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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION
ANTICIPATORY BAIL APPLICATION NO. 1769 OF 2024

Raghvir Onkar Sandhu Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra Respondent

Mr. K. R. Tiwari for applicant (through video-conferencing).
Mr. Mayur S. Sonavane, APP for respondent-State.

Mr. Altaf Shaikh, PSI, Hadapsar Police Station, District Pune City.

CORAM : MANISH PITALE, J.
DATE : 09® OCTOBER, 2024

On 10.07.2024, this Court granted interim relief in favour of the
applicant, by recording specific reasons in paragraph No.3. One of the
conditions imposed upon the applicant was that he would remain present
before the investigating officer on 12.07.2024 and 15.07.2024 and

thereafter, as and when called by the investigating officer.

2. Today, when the application is called out for hearing, this Court is
informed that the applicant did remain present before the investigating

officer on the specified dates.

3. The learned APP submitted, on instructions, that thereafter, when the
applicant was called, he did not remain present. It is claimed that the
applicant was called on his mobile number to remain present, when he said

that he was in Kolkata and he would be available in the week thereafter. On
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this basis, it was alleged that the applicant is not co-operating with the

investigation.

4. In this backdrop, the learned counsel for the applicant submitted that
if the investigating officer requires his further presence, the applicant shall
remain present before the investigating officer.

5. In view of the above, the applicant is directed to further remain
present before the investigating officer on 11.10.2024 and 12.10.2024 and
thereafter, as and when called by the investigating officer.

6. List for further consideration on 12.11.2024, High on Board.

7. Till the next date, the interim order shall continue to operate.

(MANISH PITALE, J)

Priya Kambli
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