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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

CRIMINAL APPEAL NO.1303 OF 2025

Somnath Hiraman Zinjar … Appellant
Vs.

The State of Maharashtra & Anr. … Respondents
-----

Mr. Sahil D. Chaudhari for the Appellant.
Mr. P. H. Gaikwad, APP for Respondent No.1-State.
Mr. Ajay Talreja, appointed advocate for Respondent No.2.

-----

CORAM : N.R. BORKAR, J.

DATE      : 08TH JUNE 2026

P.C. :

1. This Appeal takes exception to the order dated 10th December 2025

passed by the Additional Sessions Judge, Malegaon, District Nashik, below

Exhibit 2 in Sessions Case No.224 of 2025.

2. The  Appellant  came  to  be  arrested  in  Crime  No.677  of  2025

registered  by  Malegaon  Taluka  Police  Station,  District  Nashik  for  the

offences  punishable  under  Sections  103(1)  of  the  Bharatiya  Nyaya

Sanhita,  2023  and  Sections  3(2)(va)  of  the  Scheduled  Castes  and

Scheduled Tribes (Prevention of Atrocities) Act, 1989.

3. By the order impugned, the Learned Additional Sessions Judge has

rejected the application filed by the present Appellant for bail.

4. It is the case of the prosecution that on the date of incident, which

took  place  on  12th September  2025,  at  about  7.30  p.m.,  the  present
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Appellant came to the house of the deceased and took him to his farm to

help him to tie his cattle. However, the deceased did not return home at

night and on the next day the dead body of the deceased was found in the

well located in the agricultural land of the present Appellant. It is alleged

that the Appellant committed the murder of the deceased as there was

some monetary dispute between them.

5. I have heard Learned Counsel for the Appellant, Learned APP for

Respondent No.1-State and Learned Counsel for Respondent No.2.

6. Learned Counsel for the Appellant submits that the case is based on

circumstantial evidence. It is submitted that the statement of witnesses in

relation  to  the  alleged  last  seen  circumstance  are  contradictory.   It  is

submitted  that  the  motive  is  also  very  weak.  It  is  submitted  that  the

Appellant is in jail for about nine months and the trial is still at the stage

of framing of charge.  

7. On the other  hand,  Learned APP for  Respondent  No.1-State  and

Learned  Counsel  for  Respondent  No.2  submit  that  there  are  strong

circumstantial evidence against the Appellant. It is submitted that at the

time of incident, the deceased was only 15 years old. It is submitted that

considering the nature of crime, the Appellant may not be released on

bail.

8. I have perused the chargesheet. The motive for the alleged crime

came to be attributed to the present Appellant after six days of the alleged

incident.  Admittedly,  the case is  based on circumstantial  evidence.  The
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Appellant is in jail for nine months and the trial is at the stage of framing

of charge. Considering the overall facts and circumstances, I am inclined

to release the Appellant on bail, subject to certain conditions. Hence, the

following order:-

ORDER
i. The Appeal is allowed.

ii. The impugned order is set aside.

iii. The Appellant be released on bail  in Crime No.677 of

2025  registered  at  Malegaon  Taluka  Police  Station,

District  Nashik  for  the  offences  punishable  under

Sections 103(1) of the Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita, 2023

and  Sections  3(2)(va)  of  the  Scheduled  Castes  and

Scheduled Tribes  (Prevention of  Atrocities)  Act,  1989

on  furnishing  P.R  Bond  in  the  sum  of  Rs.25,000/-

(Rupees  Twenty  Five  Thousand)  with  one  or  two

sureties in the like amount.

iv. The Appellant shall not enter into the corporation limits

of Malegaon till conclusion of the trial except to attend

the dates before the trial court.

v. The  Appellant  shall  not  tamper  with  the  prosecution

evidence.

vi. Liberty  is  granted  to  the  prosecution  as  well  as  the
Respondent No.2  to file application for cancellation of
bail  in  case  the  Appellant  commits  breach  of  any  of
above conditions.

9. The Appeal is disposed of in the aforesaid terms.

(N.R. BORKAR, J.)
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