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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIRCUIT BENCH AT KOLHAPUR
CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION
BAIL APPLICATION NO.75 OF 2026

Pundlik Shankar Vhanare & Ors. .....Applicants
Vs.
The State Of Maharashatra .....Respondent

Mr. Onkar Bajaj with Ms. Priyal Sarda and Mr. Abhishek Jare, for the
Applicants.

Mr. Chandrakant D. Mali, APE for the Respondent-State.

Mr. Ganesh Sukhdeo Pawar, Police Constable, Pandharpur City.

CORAM : MRS. VRUSHALI V. JOSHI, J.
DATED : 10th FEBRUARY 2026
PC.:-

1.  The Applicants were arrested in connection with C.R. No. 244
of 2018 registered with Pandharpur City Police Station, District
Solapur, for the offenses punishable under Sections 302, 203, 120-B,
201, 143, 147, 148 and 149 of the Indian Penal Code; under Sections
3, 4, 25, 5 and 27 of the Arms Act; under Section 135 of the
Maharashtra Police Act; and under Sections 3(1)(i), 3(1)(i), 3(2)
and 3(4) of the Maharashtra Control of Organized Crime Act (MCOC

Act).

2.  The learned counsel appearing for the Applicants submitted
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that there are in all 27 accused in the present case and that the trial
has been pending since 2018. It was further submitted that all the
accused persons have been in custody since 2018. Out of the 27
accused, 13 have already been released on bail on the ground of long
incarceration. It was pointed out that the application filed before the
Hon’ble Apex Court by the complainant challenging the order
granting bail to one of the accused was rejected on the ground of
long incarceration of more than seven years. Thereafter, this Court
has also granted bail to the co-accused having a similar role. On
these grounds, the Applicants have prayed for bail on the ground of

long incarceration as well as on the ground of parity.

3.  The learned APP opposed the Application, submitting that five
accused are claiming parity. It was further submitted that the offence
is under the MCOC Act and that there is a likelihood of framing of
charges on the next date, i.e., 17th February 2025. On these grounds,

it was prayed that the Application be rejected.

4.  Heard the learned counsel appearing for both the parties.

5. It appears from the chart filed by the Applicants that all the five
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Applicants have been in custody since March 2018, though some of
them have been in custody since March, May, or June 2018. The role
attributed to these Applicants is similar. Out of the 27 accused, 13
have already been released on bail on the ground of long
incarceration. Thus, the ground of parity is available to the present

Applicants.

6.  As the charges have not yet been framed and more than 122
witnesses have been cited by the prosecution, the trial is likely to
take considerable time. In view of the prolonged incarceration and
the violation of the Applicants’ right to a speedy trial, coupled with
the ground of parity, the Applicants are entitled to be released on

bail. Hence, the following orders:

ORDER

i) Applicants are allowed.

ii) The applicants, namely, Pundlik Shankar Vhanare,
Bhaktaraj Dyaneshwar Dhumal, Raees Abdulbari Khan,
Bandu @ Nitin Bharat Barangule and Digambar @ Diga
Sandesh Janrao shall furnish personal bond of Rs.25,000/-
each with their recent self-attested photograph and surety of

the like amount on the following conditions at the
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satisfaction of the investigating officer;

iii) The applicants shall remain present before the
concerned Police Station on every Thursday between 11.00

a.m. to 01.00 p.m;

iv) The applicants shall cooperate with the investigation

and make himself available for interrogation whenever

required;
V) The applicants shall maintain law and order;
vi) The applicants shall, at the time of execution of the

bond, furnish his residential address and contact number to
the Investigating Officer, and the court concerned, and shall

not change the residence till the final disposal of the case;

vii) The applicant shall regularly remain present during the
trial, and cooperate with the Hon’ble Court to complete the trial

for the above offenses.

(MRS. VRUSHALI V. JOSHLI, J.)
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