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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIRCUIT BENCH AT KOLHAPUR
CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

CRIMINAL BAIL APPLICATION NO. 219 OF 2026

1. Shreyas Laxman Sakunde
2. Sanket Amar Bandal

VERSUS
State of Maharashtra And Anr.

Mr. Anant V. Sakunde, Advocate for Applicants.
Dr. A.A. Takalkar, APP for the Respondents — State.

CORAM : SACHIN S. DESHMUKH, J.

DATE : 24® MARCH, 2026.
PC.:

1.  The applicants seek regular bail in connection with C.R.
No.297 of 2025 dated 31.12.2025 registered with Wathar Police
Station, District Satara for the offences punishable under Sections
109, 126(2), 189(2), 189(4), 191(1), 191(2), 191(3), 190, 118(1),
115(2), 352, 351(2) of the Bhartiya Nyaya Sanhita, 2023.

2.  The prosecution case is that, on 30.12.2025 at about 17:30
hours, the informant was traveling on his motorcycle to drop off his
cousin-sister’s daughters when intercepted near an electric tower in

Arabwadi by the accused persons who arrived in a white car. Due to
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prior dispute, the accused allegedly obstructed the informant’s path,
subjected to verbal abuse, and launched a physical assault using a
steel rod, wooden sticks, and stones, causing injuries. It is further
alleged that as the informant attempted to flee with his associates,
they were again intercepted on the Ambavade-Banavadi road by
unlawful assembly comprising the main four accused along with co-
accused, all armed with rods and sticks. During this second
encounter, accused Swapnil allegedly struck the informant on the
head with a steel rod with the intent to cause death, while the group
also brutally assaulted a bystander, Vishal, who had intervened to
mediate. The prosecution contends that the accused collectively
inflicted grievous injuries on both victims with the common
intention to commit murder, leading to the informant’s
hospitalization. Hence, the report is lodged.
3. Learned Counsel for the applicants submits that the present
case is of over-implication. There are only general and sweeping
allegations against the present applicants. It is further submitted
that the arrest has been effected dehors the statutory procedure. In
such circumstances, the further incarceration of the applicants is not

justified. Hence, prayed to allow the application.
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4. Per contra, the learned APP opposed the application,
submitting that the complicity of the applicants is apparent from the
material collected by the Investigating Officer particularly the CCTV
footage. It is further submitted that the investigation is still
underway. An apprehension is also expressed that, if the applicants
are enlarged on bail, there is every likelihood of tampering with the

prosecution witnesses. Hence, prayed to reject the application.

5.  Upon considering the submissions of the learned counsel for
the applicants, learned APP and perusal of the material on record,
prima facie, indicates there are no specific allegations levelled
against the applicants except that of carrying steel and wooden
sticks. The allegations prima facie do not indicate that the
applicants assaulted the informant on any vital parts of the body.
Therefore, given the nature of weapon, the injuries sustained and
the alleged role of the applicants, prima facie does not suffice

ingredients of Section 109 of the BNS.

6.  As far as the CCTV footage is concerned, the reliability and
veracity of the said footage is an aspect of trial and cannot be used

as a sole basis to withheld liberty of the applicants.
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7. Nevertheless, the investigation is almost complete to the
extent of present applicants. The necessary recovery is carried out
by the investigating agency. So far as apprehension expressed by
learned APP about possibility of tampering with the prosecution
witnesses is concerned, it can be adequately taken care of by
imposing stringent conditions. I am, therefore, persuaded to
exercise discretion in favour of applicants.
8. Hence, the order :-

ORDER

L. The bail application is allowed.
II. Applicants - Shreyas Laxman Sakunde and Sanket Amar
Bandal be released on bail, on furnishing PR. bond in the sum of
Rs.50,000/- (Rs.Fifty Thousand) each with one or two local solvent
sureties, in the like amount, in connection with C.R. N0.297 of 2025
dated 31.12.2025 registered with Wathar Police Station, District
Satara for the offences punishable under Sections 109, 126(2),
189(2), 189(4), 191(1), 191(2), 191(3), 190, 118(1), 115(2), 352,
351(2) of the Bhartiva Nyaya Sanhita, 2023, on the following

conditions :-
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(a) The applicants shall not pressurize the prosecution
witnesses and tamper with the prosecution evidence, in
any manner.

(b) The applicants shall not enter into the jurisdiction
of Wathar Police Station, Tahsil Koregaon, District Satara
till conclusion of trial except to attend the trial Court
dates.

(c) The applicants shall attend the trial on each and
every date unless exempted by the trial Court.

(d) The applicants shall submit Aadhar and Pan Cards
to the Investigating Officer and detailed address, where
they are likely to reside as well as their own phone
numbers and that of their two near relatives.

(e) In case of breach of any of the conditions by the
applicants, it is open for the Prosecution to approach the
concerned Court seeking cancellation of bail,
notwithstanding the fact that this Court has granted bail.

III. Needless to state that the observations rendered herein are to
the extent of this application and the trial Court shall not be

influenced by the same.

[SACHIN S. DESHMUKH, J.]
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