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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
NAGPUR BENCH : NAGPUR

CRIMINAL WRIT PETITION   NO.   608     OF   20  23  

Bharat Bhauraoji Yenurkar
..VS.. 

State of Maharashtra through PSO, P.S. Hinganghat, Dist. Wardha and others
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,                          Court's or Judge's orders
appearances, Court's orders of directions
and Registrar's orders
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Mr. Medha Jondhale, Advocate for petitioner.

Mr. S.S. Doifode, Addl.P.P. for respondent Nos.1 and 2.

Mr. Firdos Mirza, Advocate for applicant in Cri.APPW No.13/2024.

CORAM : VINAY JOSHI AND MRS. VRUSHALI V. JOSHI, JJ.

 DATED  :  01  st   FEBRUARY,   20  24  

CRIMINAL APPLICATION (APPW) NO. 13/2024.

1. Heard.

2. This  is  an  application  seeking  intervention  and

adding  applicant  Harish  @  Haridas  S/o  Pandharinath

Shende  as  a  party  respondent,  against  whom  the

allegations are made.

3. The learned Counsel for the petitioner fairly gives no

objection.

4. The application is allowed.  Applicant -   Harish @

Haridas  S/o  Pandharinath  Shende  be  incorporated  as  a

party respondent.

The application is disposed of.

CRIMINAL APPLICATION (APPW) NO. 10/2024.

5. This is an application seeking early hearing.

6. The application is allowed and disposed of.
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7. The learned Counsel for the petitioner requested to

pass an order in the shape that no coercive steps shall be

taken against the petitioner.

8. Basically,  this  is  an  application  of  the  informant

seeking direction to transfer the investigation.

9. Having regard to the nature of the litigation, we do

not wish to widen the scope of application, hence urge is

rejected.

10. Stand over to 21.02.2024.

(MRS. VRUSHALI V. JOSHI, J.)        (VINAY JOSHI, J.)

                      
Kirtak


