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CRIMINAL BAIL APPLICATION   NO. 4618 OF 2024  

Ranjit Rammilan Kahar .. Applicant
         Versus
The State of Maharashtra .. Respondent

....................
 Mr. Dileep Satale a/w. Ms. Padma Chinta, Advocates for Applicant.

 Ms. Savita M. Yadav, APP for Respondent – State. 

......…...........

CORAM : MILIND N. JADHAV, J.

DATE : MARCH  03, 2025.

P.C.:

1. Mentioned at the time of rising of the Court. 

2. Heard Mr. Satale, learned Advocate for Applicant and Ms.

Yadav, learned APP for Respondent – State. 

3. This  is  an  Application  under  Section  439  of  the  Code  of

Criminal  Procedure,  1973  seeking  Regular  Bail  in  connection  with

C.R.No.41 of 2024 registered with Kalachowki Police Station for the

offences punishable under Sections 323 and 307 of the Indian Penal

Code, 1860.  Applicant is incarcerated for the last one year. 

4. Mr. Satale would draw my attention to the FIR appended at

page No.27 of  the Application.  He would submit that  the incident

occurred in an open public place where the Applicant alongwith his

friend and Accused alongwith his friend were separately seated and
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were drinking.  He has taken me through the prosecution case which is

delineated.   He would submit  that  offence was not committed in a

premeditated manner neither there was any intention of the Applicant

to commit the offence.  He would submit that due to intervention and

interjection of  both the groups which was desisted by either of  the

parties  their  initial  verbal  altercation  escalated  to  a  fight  in  an

inebriated  state  and  the  Applicant  in  a  fit  of  rage  on  the  spur  of

moment inflicted knife injuries on the victim. He would fairly submit

that some of the injuries are grievous in nature.  However, he would

persuade the Court to consider the occurrence and happening of the

said incident on the spur of  moment and consider the present Bail

Application.  

5. Ms. Yadav, learned APP on behalf of Prosecution is directed

to take appropriate cognizance of the submissions made by Mr. Satale

and accordingly apprise the Court on the next adjourned date when

this Application shall be heard by the Court. 

6. Stand over to 26th March, 2025.

                                  [ MILIND N. JADHAV, J. ]
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