IN THE H GH COURT OF JUDI CATURE AT BOVBAY
CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
CRI M NAL BAIL APPLI CATI ON NO. 2751 COF 2005

Shri. Pradeep @Balu Pandurang Kanble ... Applicant
Ver sus
The State of Maharashtra ... Respondent
M . Manoj J.Bhatt for Applicant.
M. A S Gadkari, A P.P. for Respondent.
CORAM A M KHANW LKAR, J.
APRI L 29, 2005.

P. C.

1. Heard Counsel for the parties. Per used

the record.

2. There i's evidence to indicate the
conplicity of the Applicant in the comm ssion of
the offence. Counsel for the Applicant, however,
submits that the Applicant is entitled for bail on
parity along with co-accused Deepak Nai k and Amar

Babur ao Nal awade.



3. | ndeed, the role of the Applicant and that
of co-accused may be sonewhat simlar, even so, as
rightly submtted by the | earned A P.P., no
i ndul gence can be shown to the Applicant because
there are antecedents against the Applicant. The
Applicant has been found indulged in the present
of fence, while he was released on bail in relation
to sone other offence. There are, in all, nine

cases registered agai nst the Applicant.

4. In this view of the matter, not a case of
bail. Hence, rejected.
5. As prayer for bail is rejected, Sessions

Court, Pune is directed to assign the trial to the
Fast Tract Court, to ensure early disposal of the
trial. In case, it is not possible to allocate the
matter to the Fast Tract Court, for any reason
what soever, the Trial Court may dispose of the
matter as expeditiously as possible as H gh Court

Expedi t ed Case.

6. Applicant shall co-operate for the early



di sposal of the trial. |If the Trial Court is of
the opinion that the Applicant is, directly or
indirectly, responsi ble for causing delay in
di sposal of the trial, that fact be recorded in the
Roznama, which can be considered, as and when

occasi on ari ses.

7. Appl i cation di sposed of accordingly.

A. M KHANW LKAR, J.



