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ITEM NO.22     Court 5 (Video Conferencing)          SECTION II-A

               S U P R E M E  C O U R T  O F  I N D I A
                       RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.)  No(s).  6009/2020

(Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated  02-09-2020
in CRLBA No. 2240/2019 passed by the High Court Of Judicature At 
Bombay)

MAHIPAL GHASIRAM  HARSOLIYA                        Petitioner(s)

                                VERSUS

THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA                           Respondent(s)

(FOR ADMISSION and I.R. and IA No.122464/2020-EXEMPTION FROM FILING
C/C OF THE IMPUGNED JUDGMENT and IA No.122465/2020-EXEMPTION FROM 
FILING O.T. and IA No.122466/2020-EXEMPTION FROM FILING AFFIDAVIT )
 
Date : 14-12-2020 This petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM : 
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE A.M. KHANWILKAR
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE B.R. GAVAI
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KRISHNA MURARI

For Petitioner(s)
Mr. A.M. Das, Sr. Adv. 

                    Mr. Saurabh Mishra, AOR
Ms. Neha Tripathi, Adv. 
Mr. Onkar Singh, Adv. 
Mr. Arun Verma, Adv. 

                   
For Respondent(s)
                    

          UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
                             O R D E R

We  are  not  inclined  to  interfere  in  this  Special

Leave Petition. The Special Leave Petition is dismissed

accordingly. 

However, we direct the concerned court to expedite

the framing of charge, in the first place and if any
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charge is framed against the petitioner, to proceed with

the trial expeditiously. The prosecution is directed to

ensure  expeditious  conclusion  of  trial.  The  trial  be

concluded, preferably within six months from today. 

If any accused is not traceable, his trial can be

separated and the matter be proceeded to conclude within

six months, as aforesaid. 

If  the  trial  is  not  concluded  within  the  time

indicated above, the petitioner may apply for bail afresh

which  may  be  considered  on  its  own  merits,  provided,

there  is  nothing  to  show  that  the  petitioner  was

responsible for delay in protracting the trial. 

Pending applications, if any, stand disposed of.

(DEEPAK SINGH)                                  (VIDYA NEGI)
COURT MASTER (SH)                               COURT MASTER (NSH)
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