IN THE H GH COURT OF JUDI CATURE AT BOVBAY
CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
CRI' M NAL APPLI CATI ON NO. 3080 CF 2005

Prakash Raj aram Cuttedar ... Appl i cant
Ver sus
State of Maharashtra ... Respondent

M. V.V.Purwant for Applicant.
M.S. S Tatkare, A P.P. for Respondent.
CORAM A. M KHANW LKAR, J.
( VACATI ON JUDGE)

MAY 31, 2005.
P. C
1. Heard Counsel for the parties.
2. Prima facie, | see substance in the

argunment canvassed by the Applicant that the
offence for which Applicant is proceeded, is one
under Section 420 of the Indian Penal Code being
non-bail able offence,in addition to offences under
provi sions of Food Adulteration Act. However, the

material so far collected against the Applicant is



that he indulged in supplying material for the
purpose of manufacturing of illicit taddy. There
is no charge of crimnal conspiracy, so as to
involve the Applicant in the commssion of the
crine. The charge is one under Section 34 of the
I ndian Penal Code. If it is so, for the present,
there is no clear material about Applicant being

i nvol ved in of fence under Section 420 as such

3. In the circunstances, this Application is
di sposed of wth direction to the Investigating
Oficer to give 72 hours advance notice to the
Applicant, in case, further material is collected
during the course of investigation and charge is
appropriately nodi fi ed, SO as to i ndi cate

conplicity of the Applicant in the alleged offence.

4. In the nmeantine, Applicant shall regularly
report to the Investigating Oficer as and when
called wupon and co-operate for the purpose of
investigation of the crimnal case pendi ng agai nst

him

A. M KHANW LKAR, J.



