
CRIMINAL WRIT PETITION NO.

Sanjay Hariram Agrawal.

VERSUS

The State Of Maharashtra ...RESPONDENTS

INDEX
PARTICULARS EXH

‘A’
'2-^ "2-6

‘B’4

‘C’5

LAST PAGE NO.

ADVOCATES FOR APPLICANT.
PLACE : NAGPUR 
DATE : 23/08/2026.

‘D’
‘E’

‘F
‘G’

8
9

6
7

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE OF BOMBAY 
BENCH AT NAGPUR

_______ OF 2026
DIST. : WARDHA

...PETITIONER

SR.NO.
1
2
3

—-3-^ 
A

PAGE NO. 
-5- - -----

-
Copy of Crimi^irX^^ication Memo. ~ 
List Of Documents___________________
Copy of list prepared by the petitioner in 
respect of the dated and matters faced 
by the petitioner.____________________
Copy of order dated 23.07.2026 passed 
by the learned CJM, Wardha passed on 
Exh. 986, seeking permanent exemption 
from personal appearance & Copy order 
dated 23.07.2026 passed by the learned 
CJM, Wardha passed on Exh. 1051, 
seeking permission to appear and 
participate in the trial proceedings 
through video conferencing___________
The copy of order dated 27.07.2026, 
passed by the learned CJM, Wardha 
Copy of application Exh. 1079_________
Copy of order dated 10.08.2026, passed 
by the Learned CJM on Exh. 1079______
Copy of order dated 3.08.2026________
Copy of order dated 08.04.2026 in 
Criminal Revision Application No. 128 
of 2026



CRIMINAL WRIT PETITION NO. OF 2026

DIST.; WARDHA

Sanjay Hariram Agrawal. ■■■■PETITIONER

VERSUS

The State Of Maharashtra ...RESPONDENTS

SYNOSIS

SR.NO. DATES PARTICULARS

1 2002

20262

to

27.7.263

That, the Petitioner is original Accused No.l 

in R.C.C. No.573/2002 pending before the 

Learned CJM, Wardha, for offences under 

Sections 406 and 420 of IPC.

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE OF BOMBAY 
BENCH AT NAGPUR

That, considering his age of 68 years, medical 

condition and several overlapping Court 

proceedings, the Petitioner filed Exh. 986 

seeking exemption from personal appearance 

and Exh. 1051 seeking permission 

participate through Video Conferencing. Both 

applications were rejected.

That, the Petitioner was required to attend 

another proceeding at Nagpur and, therefore, 

could not remain personally present at 

Wardha. His Advocate was present before the 

Trial Court. However, the Learned CJM issued



}

27.7.264

10.8.265

6

POINTS TO BE CONSIDERED

1] Whether issuance and continuation of the NBW, in the 

facts of the present case, is justified when the Petitioner's 

absence was bona fide and due to an overlapping Court 
proceeding?

2] Whether the order dated 10.08.2026 rejecting cancellation 
of the NBW is sustainable in law?

3] Whether the Petitioner deserves permission to participate 

in the trial through Video Conferencing considering his age, 

medical condition and unavoidable overlapping proceedings?

Non-Bailable Warrant against the Petitioner. 

That, the Petitioner immediately filed Exh. 

1079 under Section 72(2) of BNSS, 2023, 

seeking cancellation/recall of the NBW, 

pointing out that his absence was bona fide 

and due to an unavoidable overlapping Court 

proceeding.

That, the Learned CJM, Wardha rejected Exh. 

1079 and refused to cancel the NBW, despite 

the Petitioner's Advocate being present and the 

Petitioner's inability to attend the Wardha 
Court being bona fide.

Hence this Criminal Writ Petition
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY.

BENCH AT NAGPUR

CRIMINAL WRIT PETITION NO. OF 2026

DIST. : WARDHA

WITH SECTION 528 OF THE
BHARATIYA NAGARIK SURAKSHA

OF CRIMINAL
PROCEDURE, 1973.

AND

IN THE MATTER OF IMPUGNED
ORDER DATED 10.08.2026 PASSED

BY LEARNED CHIEF JUDICIAL
MAGISTRATE, WARDHA BELOW

EXH. 1079 IN R.C.C. NO. 573/2002.

AND

DATE

★
★

IN THE MATTER OF ARTICLE 227 OF 

THE CONSTITUTION OF INDIA READ

•bcesveo Cod*

SANHITA, 2023 / SECTION 482 OF

THE CODE

IN THE MATTER OF ORDER DATED 
ON 23.07.2026 PASSED BY THE 
LEARNED CJM, WARDHA PASSED 
ON EXH. 986, SEEKING PERMANENT 
EXEMPTION FROM PERSONAL 
APPEARANCE & IN THE MATTER OF 
ORDER DATED ON 23.07.2026 
PASSED BY THE LEARNED CJM, 
WARDHA PASSED ON EXH. 1051, 
SEEKING PERMISSION TO APPEAR

NOTARIAL REG.
ENTRY NO ___

/ ’ x’

(M.S.) India > 
No..l53ie

< My Term Expires / 
6/11/2029 j/'
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1] Sanjay Hariram Agrawal,

Age: 68 Years, Occ: Business,

Presently Residing at: Kolkata,

West Bengal. ... PETITIONER

(Orig. Accused No. i)

VERSUS

1] The State of Maharashtra,

Through Police Station Officer,

City Police Station, Wardha,

District Wardha, .... RESPONDENT

(Copy to be Served on the Public Prosecutor at

Bombay High Court Bench At Nagpur)

TO,

THE HON'BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE AND

OTHER PUISNE JUDGES OF THE

HON’BLE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE

AT BOMBAY, BENCH AT NAGPUR.

THE HUMBLE PETITION OF THE
PETITIONER ABOVENAMED:

AND PARTICIPATE IN THE TRIAL
PROCEEDINGS THROUGH VIDEO 
CONFERENCING
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MOST RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH AS FOLLOWS

1] The petitioner submits that, the Petitioner is a

peace-loving and law-abiding citizen of India, presently

arraigned as Accused No. i in Regular Criminal Case (R.C.C.)

No. 573 of 2002. This case arises out of an FIR registered for

alleged offences punishable under Sections 406 and 420 of the

Indian Penal Code, i860 (IPC). The said trial has been pending

adjudication before the Court of the Ld. Chief Judicial

Magistrate (CJM), Wardha, during which time the Petitioner

has continuously subjected himself to the jurisdiction of the

Court.

2] The petitioner submits that, by way of the present

Criminal Writ Petition, seeks to invoke the extraordinary

supervisory jurisdiction of this Hon'ble Court under Article 227

of the Constitution of India, read with the inherent powers

vested in the High Court under Section 528 of the Bharatiya

Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita, 2023 (BNSS) [which corresponds

entirely to Section 482 of the erstwhile Code of Criminal

Procedure, 1973 (Cr.P.C.)]..

3] The petitioner submits that, Petitioner is aggrieved

•y the impugned order dated 10.08.2026 passed by the Ld.

*

’SA
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CJM, Wardha, below Exh. 1079 in R.C.C. No. 573/2002. By this

order, the Ld. Trial Court summarily rejected the Petitioner’s

application seeking the cancellation of a Non-Bailable Warrant

(NBW) that had been issued against him on 27.07.2026. This

refusal directly infringes upon the Petitioner's fundamental

right to life and personal liberty as guaranteed under Article 21

of the Constitution of India, rendering his continued liberty

subject to an unlawfully sustained warrant of arrest.

41 The petitioner submits that. Petitioner is a senior

citizen, aged 68 years, who suffers from chronic age-related

medical ailments, prominently including severe asthma. These

conditions severely restrict his mobility and render constant,

travel harmful to his health. The Petitioner permanently resides

in Kolkata, West Bengal, which is situated at a considerable

long distance from the jurisdictional courts in Maharashtra

where these proceedings are pending. The Petitioner is

currently involved in a complex web of litigation, concurrently

facing over 20 criminal trials across various districts in India.

The petitioner submits that, within the State of Maharashtra

alone, the Petitioner has matters actively pending in the judicial

(Dharashiv). The volume of these cases, coupled with th

districts of Mumbai, Nagpur, Wardha, and Osmanabad
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uncoordinated scheduling mechanisms of district courts, has

resulted in a severe logistical crisis by continually overlapping

court dates. The petitioner submits that, to demonstrate the

absolute physical impossibility of compliance, the Petitioner

meticulous analysis of the overlapping date combinations for

the period spanning January to July 2026. During this brief

seven-month window, there were numerous instances where

simultaneously in different cities. A perusal of the court matter

data annexed at Exhibit-A reveals there are several overlapping

dates. The crisis reached its peak in the month of July 2026.

The data demonstrates that in July 2026 alone, the Petitioner

had overlapping matters on 19 separate dates across these four

cities. On the specific date culminating in the present impugned

action, i.e., dated 27.07.2026, the Petitioner had matters listed

Osmanabad. The copy of list prepared by the petitioner in

respect of the dated and matters faced by the petitioner is

annexed herewith and marked as Exhibit-A.

5] The petitioner submits that, to respect the judicial

process, maintain the dignity of the Court, and ensure that the
*

respectfully brings to the attention of this Hon'ble Court a

0/sf

the Petitioner was required to be physically present

concurrently in the courts of Nagpur, Wardha, and
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trial in R.C.C. No. 573/2002 was not protracted due to his

inability to physically travel, the Petitioner filed two substantive

applications before the Ld. CJM, Wardha, on 23.07.2026. The

petitioner submits that, an application Exh. 986, seeking

application detailed the Petitioner’s medical grounds, his

advanced age, his permanent residence in Kolkata, and the

petitioner filed an application Exh. 1051, seeking permission to

appear and participate in the trial proceedings through Video

Conferencing. In this application, the Petitioner placed specific

Conferencing for Courts, 2022 (published in the Maharashtra

Petitioner also cited the persuasive judgment of the Hon'ble

Rajasthan High Court in Vikram Singh Indori v. State of

Rajasthan, which judicially recognizes the physical

impossibility of an accused being present at multiple locations

simultaneously and validates video conferencing as a lawful

remedy under Section 273 of the Cr.P.C..

«
Government Gazette and operating since 29.12.2024). The

nationwide criminal cases. The petitioner submits that.

reliance on the Bombay High Court Rules for Video

absolute impossibility of physically attending over 20

permanent exemption from personal appearance. This
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6] The petitioner submits that, on 23.07.2026, the Ld.

CJM, Wardha, rejected both applications with reasoning that

indicates a distinctly hostile approach to the Petitioner's

predicament. Exh. 986 (permanent exemption) was rejected on

the rationale that the case involved serious economic offences

pending since long, and that granting a permanent exemption

would equate to allowing a "trial by proxy," which the Court

deemed against public policy. The petitioner submits that, even

Exh. 1051 (the Video Conferencing application) was rejected on

Magistrate acknowledged that the Petitioner was well-versed in

the Video Conferencing Rules, but dismissed the application

solely because the Petitioner had inadvertently failed to

opportunity to cure this minor procedural defect to facilitate

the trial, the Ld. Court outrightly rejected the application.

attributing a motive of delay to the Petitioner. The Court

subsequently passed an order directing the Petitioner to remain

physically present on the next date, i.e., 27.07.2026 at 11:00

Exh. 986, seeking permanent

under the said rules rather than allowing the Petitioner an

physically annex the "Schedule-II Request Form" mandated

CJM, Wardha passed on

AM. The Copy of order dated 23.07.2026 passed by the learned 
*

a purely hyper-technical, procedural ground. The Ld.
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exemption from personal appearance &Copy order dated

23.07.2026 passed by the learned CJM, Wardha passed on Exh.

1051, seeking permission to appear and participate in the trial

proceedings through video conferencing are annexed herewith

and marked as Exhibit-B.

7]

Petitioner was legally compelled by prior summons to attend a

different, overlapping criminal trial in the Court at Nagpur,

rendering his physical presence in Wardha an absolute physical

impossibility. Despite this, the Petitioner did not abandon the

proceedings. His Advocate was physically present before the

Ld. CJM, Wardha, during the morning session and earnestly

attempted to orally apprise the Court of the overlapping

inflexibly rigid stance. Because a formal, written exemption

application had not been drafted and placed on record by the

arbitrary deadline of 1:00 PM, the Ld. CJM, noting the

presence oflnvestigating Officer (I.O.), hastily passed an order

Petitioner. The copy of order dated 27.07.2026, passed by the

Exhibit-C.

0

L

commitments in Nagpur. However, the Ld. CJM adopted an

learned CJM, Wardha, is annexed herewith and marked as

at 1:14 PM issuing a Non-Bailable Warrant against the

The petitioner submits that, On 27.07.2026,
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8] The petitioner submits that,the Petitioner

immediately filed an application (Exh. 1079) under Section

72(2) of the BNSS, 2023 (corresponding to Section 70(2) of the

Cr.P.C.) seeking the cancellation and recall of the NBW. In the

demonstrated, that his absence was neither wilful, deliberate,

direct, unavoidable

consequence of a clash in the judicial docket requiring his

mandatory presence in Nagpur.That the issuance of an NBW is

an extreme measure of last resort, and his bona fides were self­

Video Conferencing access.That as per the settled law laid down

by the Hon'ble Bombay High Court in Arunkumar N.

State of Maharashtra &Anr. (Cri. W.P. No.

4429/2013), an accused is definitively not required to be

physically present for the adjudication of an application seeking

the cancellation of an NBW.The petitioner submits that,

Petitioner annexed an order passed by the Hon'ble Bombay

High Court (Bench at Aurangabad) dated 08.04.2026 in

Criminal Revision Application No. 128 of 2026 (Sanjay

Hariram Agrawal v. State of Maharashtra). In that identical

scenario, where an NBW had been issued against the Petitioner

evident from his proactive attempt just days prior to secure

nor intended to stall the trial, but a

Chaturvedi v.

said application, the Petitioner explicitly pleaded and
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by a trial court in Osmanabad due to overlapping dates, the

coordinate bench this Hon’ble Court took cognizance of the

impossibility and directed that "no coercive action shall be

taken against the applicant". The copy of application Exh. 1079,

is annexed herewith and marked as Exhibit-D.

9] The petitioner submits that, notwithstanding the

binding precedents of the Hon’ble Supreme Court, the specific

protective order passed in favor of the Petitioner in a parallel

matter, and the evident physical impossibility of the situation,

the Ld. CJM, Wardha, vide the impugned order dated

10.08.2026, rejected the application for cancellation of the

NEW. The Ld. Court erroneously reasoned that since the I.O.

was present and the case is chronologically old, the Petitioner’s

absence—despite his advocate's presence and the overlapping

date in Nagpur—was obstructive. The Court further misdirected

Petitioner for not filing the exemption application prior to the

1:14 PM deadline on 27.07.2026. The copy of order dated

annexed herewith and marked as Exhihit-E. 1

itself in law by holding that the facts of the present case were

"different" from the precedents cited, and penalized the

10.08.2026, passed by the Learned CJM on Exh. 1079, is
/
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10]

imminent threat to his personal liberty due to issuance of NBW

and rejection of application seeking cancellation of NBW, is left

with no other alternate, efficacious remedy but to approach this

Hon’ble Court to challenge the issuance and subsequent refusal

to cancel the NBW.The petitioner being aggrieved by the

impugned orders dated 23.07.2026, passed by the learned

CJM, Wardha passed on Exh. 1051, seeking permission to

appear and participate in the trial proceedings through video

conferencing and being aggrieved by order dated 27.07.2026,

i.e. issuance of NBW and order dated 10.08.2026, passed by

the Learned CJM on Exh. 1079, refusing to cancel the NBW, on

the following among other grounds, which are taken in the

alternative and without prejudice to one another : -

GROUNDS

i. The Ld. Trial Court completely failed to appreciate the

settled position of law regarding the issuance of Non-

Bailable Warrants. It is a well-established that the

issuance of an NBW constitutes a severe and direct

individual’s fundamental right

to life and personal liberty under Article 21 of the

infringement upon an

The petitioner submits that, Petitioner, facing an
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Constitution of India. In the landmark judgment of

Inder Mohan Goswami v. State of Uttaranchal (2007)

12 see 1, the Hon'ble Apex Court categorically held

that civilized countries recognize liberty as the most

precious of all human rights, and courts must be

extremely careful before issuing non-bailable

warrants. The Supreme Court explicitly stipulated that

NBWs should only be issued when it is reasonable to

believe that the person will not voluntarily appear in

court, that police cannot serve a summons, or that the

person poses a threat. None of these conditions exist in

this matter and as such issuance of NBW is totally

contrary to law and subsequent rejection of application

seeking cancellation of NBW, is required to quashed

and set aside.

The learned Trial Court has failed to consider that,ii.

petitioner has continuously contested the matter since

2002. Furthermore, in Vikas v. State of Rajasthan

(2014) 3 see 321 and Satender Kumar Antil v. CBI

(2022) 10 see 51, the Supreme Court reiterated the

sequential procedure: summons,

warrants, and only upon deliberate failure, an NBW.
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The Ld. CJM bypassed this sequential mandate,

escalating directly to issuance of NEW simply because

a written exemption application was delayed, despite

the Petitioner’s counsel being present. This action fails

citizen’s liberty.

lU. The impugned order dated 23.07.2026, 27.07.2026

&10.08.2026 is vitiated by its failure to recognize the

absolute physical impossibility of the Petitioner’s

presence and the fact that the Petitioner was bound by

judicial summons to be present before a competent

Court in Nagpur. It is a physical and impossibility for

the Petitioner to concurrently present himself before

the Ld. CJM at Wardha at 11:00 AM. Penalizing the

Petitioner by rejecting the application seeking

appearance through video conferencing and issuing

NEW for failing to accomplish a physical impossibility

constitutes a grave miscarriage of justice and an abuse

of the court's process. The overlapping trial dates is an

issue and same is not a deliberate and is no intention

of the accuse avoid the court proceedings.

-

the test of judicial necessity required to curtail a

I ’A 

—



14

The Ld. Trial Court committed an error of judicialiv.

discipline by failing to appreciate the broader judicial

consensus regarding the Petitioner's difficulty. The

petitioner respectfully draws the attention of this

HonlDle Court to a recent, explicit order passed by the

Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Special Leave

(Crl.)Petition 10625-10626/2024 (TheNos.

Osmanabad District Central Co-operative Bank Ltd. v.

The State of Maharashtra & Ors.). Vide order dated

03.08.2026, a Division Bench of the Hon’bleSupreme

Court, while dealing with matters inextricably linked

to the Petitioner and his co-accused, directed: "It is

well open to the Trial Court to dispense with the

presence of the accused persons". This apex directive

unequivocally affirms the trial courts' discretionary

power to grant exemptions to the Petitioner and rigid

insistence on physical surrender to recall an NBW. By

ignoring the spirit of this Supreme Court directive, the

Ld. CJM has failed to exercise the power vested in it.

The copy of order dated 3.08.2026, is annexed

herewith and marked as Exhibit - F.
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The Ld. Trial Court committed an error in law byV.

insisting on the physical presence of the Petitioner for

the cancellation of the NEW, and by and not

considered the binding ratio of the Hon'ble Bombay

High Court in Arunkumar N. Chaturvedi v. State of

Maharashtra &Anr. (Cri. W.P. No. 4429/2013). It has

been unequivocally settled by the Hon'ble Bombay

High Court that there is

requiring an accused to be physically present in court

to seek the cancellation of an NBW under Section

70(2) of the Cr.P.C. [now Section 72(2) of the BNSS].

The Ld. CJM's attempted to distinguish this precedent

in paragraph 12 of the impugned order, by merely

stating that the facts of the present case are "different"

because Arunkumar judgment was under Section 138

NI Act, and lacks any substantive legal reasoning. The

principle regarding the power to recall a warrant

through counsel remains consistent across statutes.

The Petitioner’s Advocate was present and willing to

proceed; thus, the refusal to recall the warrant solely

based on the Petitioner's physical absence is legally

untenable.* i

no statutory mandate

' -A
c<l
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The Ld. CJM, Wardha, completely ignored thevi.

coordinate bench order passed by the HonT^le Bombay

High Court (Bench at Aurangabad) in the Petitioner's

own case under identical circumstances. Vide order

dated 08.04.2026 in Criminal Revision Application

No. 128 of 2026 (Sanjay Hariram Agrawal v. State of

Maharashtra), the Hon'ble Court observed that the

Petitioner was "bonafidely unable to appear before the

trial court when the matter was called out" due to

attending another court proceeding. In that matter,

the Hon'ble Court explicitly relied on Arunkumar N.

Chaturvedi to grant interim protection, directing that

no coercive action be taken against the Petitioner. The

Ld. Trial Court's refusal to apply the same judicial

27.07.2026, on the perverse finding that the petitioner

was granted permanent exemption from appearance in

that matter however failed to consider that the order

passed by the Hon’ble Apex Court is subsequent in

point of time and while granting protection by this

Hon’ble Court at Aurangabad that order was not

existence, and this demonstrates an perverse, arbitra

reasoning to an identical factual matrix occurring on

. - '
\«ORe\

\ \ My
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and discriminatory application of the law. The copy of

Application No. 128 of 2026, is annexed herewith and

marked as Exhibit — G,

vii. The Learned Trial Court failed to consider that,

Section 72(2) of the BNSS, 2023 (formerly Section

70(2) of the Cr.P.C.) explicitly provides that a warrant

remains in force until it is cancelled by the Court

which issued it, or until it is executed. The legislative

intent behind this provision is to allow courts the

discretion to recall warrants upon being satisfied that

thus restoring the regular process without unnecessary

incarceration. The Ld. CJM, Wardha, failed to exercise

this jurisdiction judiciously. The Ld. Court failed to

is a laudable objective, but it cannot be achieved by

sacrificing the procedural and fundamental rights of

the accused through the mechanical enforcement of an

NBW.

viii. The entire genesis of the NBW traces back to the Ld.

CJM’s hyper-technical and unreasonable rejection of

consider that while the expeditious disposal of old case

the accused’s absence was backed by a bona fide cause,

..OF

order dated 08.04.2026 in Criminal Revision
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the Petitioner's application for Video Conferencing

(Exh. 1051) The Ld.23.07.2026. Courton

acknowledged that the Petitioner had detailed the

Bombay High Court Rules for Video Conferencing for

Courts, 2022 and had cited relevant high court

judgments which specifically address the impossibility

of simultaneous appearances in two or more courts.

However, the Ld. Court dismissed the application

merely because the Petitioner failed to annex the

physical "Schedule-II Request Form". Procedural law

is the handmaid of justice; rejecting a substantive

application curable procedural defect, and

physically impossible appearance and issue an NBW,

reflects a punitive rather than a restorative judicial

approach. Had the Video Conferencing application

been allowed, the events of 27.07.2026 would have

been entirely avoided.

The Ld. Trial Court, in the impugned order datedix.

10.08.2026, erroneously held that the Petitioner is

employing dilatory tactics to prolong the 24-year-old

case. The Court cited dates in 2025 and 2026 where

on a

subsequently utilizing that rejection to force a

I
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exemption applications were granted. However, the

necessitated entirely by the overlapping dates in courts

across Mumbai, Nagpur, and Osmanabad. A systemic

scheduling conflict of dates cannot be weaponized to

witnesses via Video Conferencing unequivocally rebuts

any presumption of stalling the proceedings.

That the impugned orders suffer from a total non-X.

application of judicial mind and are contrary to the

principles of natural justice and the statutory

provisions of the BNSS, 2023 / Cr.P.C., 1973.

xi. That the Ld. Trial Court has exercised its jurisdiction

with material irregularity, thereby causing grave

prejudice and irreversible hardship to the Petitioner.

xii. That the reasoning adopted by the Ld. CJM in the

impugned order is perverse, speculative, and based on

surmises and conjectures regarding the Petitioner’s

intent, while blatantly ignoring the documentary

evidence of his presence in the Nagpur Court.

Court failed to appreciate that these exemptions were

Petitioner’s willingness to attained cross-examine

accuse the Petitioner of intentional delay. The
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xiii. That if the impugned order dated 10.08.2026 is not

immediately quashed and the warrant recalled, the

senior citizen with medical

ailments, faces an imminent threat of arrest and

unjustified detention. Such an eventuality would cause

liberty, and physical health, effectively punishing him

for a scheduling conflict beyond his control.

The Petitioner craves leave to add, amend or alter the11]

ground of Writ Petition if and when necessary.

12] The Petitioner had not received with any notice of caveat

so far.

That the petitioner undertakes to supply the English13]

translation of Marathi documents as and when directed by this

Hon’ble Court.

14] The Petitioner have not filed any other or similar appeal

in the Supreme Court of India or in any other Court touching

the subject matter of this application.

15] IT, IS THEREFORE, PRAYED THAT : -

an unquantifiable loss to his personal reputation,

Petitioner, who is a
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A. The present Criminal Writ Petition may kindly be

allowed.

That impugned order dated 10.08.2026 passed LearnedB.

Chief Judicial Magistrate passed below Exh. 1079 in

Regular Criminal Case (R.C.C.) No. 573 of 2002, may

kindly be quashed and set aside and application below

Exh. 1079 may kindly be allowed and unconditionally

cancel/recall the Non-Bailable Warrant (NBW) issued

against the Petitioner and Consequently, be pleased to

quash and set aside the order dated 27.07.2026 passed

below Exh. 1 in R.C.C. No. 573 of 2002 by the Ld. Chief

Judicial Magistrate, Wardha;

That, the impugned order dated 23.07.2026 passed byC.

the learned CJM, Wardha on Exh. 1051,in R.C.C. No. 573

of 2002, may kindly quashed and set aside and the

Application Exh.. 1051, filed by the petitioner seeking

proceedings through video conferencing, may kindly be

allowed.

Pending the hearing and final disposal of this CriminalD.

Writ Petition, the execution and operation of the Non-
=5 Im-§ h

permission to appear and participate in the trial
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Bailable Warrant issued against the Petitioner vide order

dated 27.07.2026 in R.C.C. No. 573 of 2002, be stayed

and suspended and direct the Respondent authorities

that no coercive action be taken against the Petitioner;

Direct the Ld. Chief Judicial Magistrate, Wardha, toE.

permit the Petitioner's Advocate to represent him and to

proceedings, including the recording of evidence, through

Video Conferencing as per the Bombay High Court Rules

for Video Conferencing for Courts, 2022;

In the Meanwhile Ad-interim relief in terms of prayerF.

clause D & E may kindly be granted.

Pass any other and further orders as this Hon’ble CourtG.

may deem fit and proper in the interest of justice, equity,

and good conscience.

ADVOCATE FOR PETITIONER

AND FOR THIS ACT OF KINDNESS, THE PETITIONER AS IN 
DUTY BOUND SHALL EVER PRAY.

gA

PLACE: Nagpur
DATE:.08.2026

permit the Petitioner to participate in the trial
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VERIFICATION

Presently Residing at: Kolkata, West Bengal, the Petitioner '

abovenamed, do hereby state on solemn affirmation that the

contents of from paragraph No. i to 15, grounds No. i to xvi and

prayer clause no. 15 Ato 15 G, are explained to me in English and

same are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.

Hence, verified on this day of2J August 2026, at

Nagpur-.

Explained and

Identified by:

Sanjay Hariram Agrawal

DEPONENT.

BHARAIENDPXB. 01 OYAR 
NOTARY V 

NAGPUR DIST. (M.S.) INDIA

4 
E 

g z

i,ORA.
D1S1.

NAGPUR 
(M S.) INDIA 

Regn. No. 
15316 
r'oFj

I-

I Al

I, Sanjay Hariram Agrawal, Age: 68 Years, Occ?®aafigg^

I

I
p « AdvocateS ■ *'

SWORN BEFORl ml ON THIS —CiL-^HE 

day 0^ NAGPUR BY

R/Ctad^iMiO HAS BEEN It^NTIFI^

BYsHRMSMiy.)
ADVOCATE, NAGPUR. v,

tr



CRIMINAL WRIT PETITION NO. OF 2026

DIST.; WARDHA

Sanjay Hariram Agrawal. ■■■PETITIONER

VERSUS

■RESPONDENTSThe State Of Maharashtra

LIST OF DOCUMENTS

PAGE NO.

‘B’2

-SS

3

LAST PAGE NO^

ADVOCATES FOR APPLICANT^
PLACE : NAGPUR 
DATE : 2.:^/o3/2.O2.(i.

‘D*
‘E’

4 
5

6
1

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE OF BOMBAY 
BENCH AT NAGPUR

*F’
‘G’

SR^NO^ 
1

EXH 
‘A’

PARTICULARS____________________
Copy of list prepared by the petitioner in 
respect of the dated and matters faced 
by the petitioner.___________________
Copy of order dated 23^O7^2O26 passed 
by the learned CJM, Wardha passed on 
Exh^ 986, seeking permanent exemption 
from personal appearance & Copy order 
dated 23^O7^2O26 passed by the learned 
CJM, Wardha passed on Exh. 1051, 
seeking permission to appear and 
participate in the trial proceedings 
through video conferencing__________
The copy of order dated 27^O7.2O26, 
passed by the learned CJM, Wardha 
Copy of application Exh^ 1079________
Copy of order dated 10.08.2026, passed 
by the Learned CJM on Exh. 1079_____
Copy of order dated 3.08.2026________
Copy of order dated 08.04.2026 in 
Criminal Revision Application No. 128 
of 2026



OVERLAPPING DATE COMBINATIONS | JANUARYUULY 2026

OVERLAPPING DATE COMBINATIONS
Mumbai, Nagpur, Wardha and Osmanabad | January-July 2026

Mumbai + Nagpur 22

30

Mumbai + Wardha 17

Nagpur + Wardha 12

16

22

Basis; A date is included when every location in the stated combination has at least one listed matter on that date.

Page 1

COMBINATION OVERLAPPING DATES (MONTH-WISE) TOTAL

Mumbai + 
Osmanabad

Osmanabad + 
Wardha

Nagpur* 
Osmanabad

January: 27-Jan, 30-Jan
February: 03-Feb, 06-Feb
April; 01-Apr, 02-Apr, 08-Apr, 10-Apr, 16-Apr, 17-Apr, 20-Apr, 24-Apr, 30-Apr
May: 02-May, 04-May, 06-May, 14-May, 21-May
June: tl-Jun, 19-Jun
July: 01-Jul, 14-Jul

January: 22-Jan
February: 05-Feb, 2S-Feb
March: 05-Mar, 30-Mar
April; 09-Apr, 20-Apr, 24-Apr
May: 04-May, 08-May, 21-May
June: 04-Jun, 25-Jun
July: 02-Jul, 09-Jul, 16-Jul, 23-Jul

April: 06-Apr, 20-Apr. 24-Apr
May: 04-May, 18-May, 21-May
June: 01-Jun, 08-Jun, 15-Jun, 29-Jun
July; 18-Jul, 27-Jui

January: 27-Jan, 30-Jan
April: 06-Apr, 10-Apr
May: 04-May
June: 15-Jun, 19-Jun, 20-Jun, 29-Jun
July: 01-Jul, 03-Jul, 07-Jul, 14-Jul, 18-Jul, 21-Jul, 27-Jul

January: 06-Jan, 22-Jan, 27-Jan, 30-Jan
February: 13-Feb, 24-Feb, 26-Feb
March; 05-Mar, 13-Mar, 17-Mar, 18-Mar, 30-Mar
April; 10-Apr
May: 04-May
June: 10-Jun, 16-Jun, 19-Jun, 24-Jun, 25-Jun
July: 01-Jul, 02-Jul, 08-Jul, 09-Jul, 14-Jul, 15-Jul, 16-Jul, 22-Jul, 23-Jul, 24-Jul, 29-Jul

January: 22-Jan
February: 17-Feb, 26-Feb
March: 05-Mar, 30-Mar
April; 06-Apr, 27-Apr
May; 04-May
June: 15-Jun, 18-Jun, 22-Jun, 25-Jun, 29-Jun
July: 02-Jul, 06-Jul, 09-Jul, 13-Jul, 16-Jul, 18-Jul, 20-Jul, 23-Jul, 27-Jul

Pl



OVERLAPPING DATE COMBINATIONS | JANUARY-JULY 2026

MULTI-COURT OVERLAPPING DATES
Three-city and four-city combinations | January-July 2026

Dates on which all courts named in the combination had at least one listed matter.

10

4

7

May; 04-May

1

6
Page 2

COMBINATION OVERLAPPING DATES (MONTH-WISE) TOTAL

Note: The four-city overlap on 04-May is also included within each applicable three-city combination because all named courts were 
listed on that date.

Mumbai * Wardha + 
Nagpur

Mumbai + 
Osmanabad +
Nagpur

Mumbai + Wardha + 
Nagpur+ 
Osmanabad

Mumbai + Wardha + 
Osmanabad

January; 22-Jan
February: 26-Feb
March: 05-Mar, 30-Mar
May: 04-May
June: 25-Jun
July: 02-Jul. 09-Jul. 16-Jul, 23-Jul

April: 20-Apr, 24-Apr
May: 04-May, 21-May

January: 27-Jan, 30-Jan
April: 10-Apr
May: 04-May
June: 19-Jun
July: 01-Jul, 14-Jul
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Accused No.l filed this application for grant of permament 
exemption wherein he has submitted before Court that accused no.l 
facing present matter U/s.406, 420 of IPC. That the present crime is 
registered against accused in the year 2002. Since then accused no.l 

conducting present case he has submitted that accused is facing more 
than 20 criminal matters in different Courts of India.

not misuse liberty given to him and present before Hon’ble Court when 
required. The accused undertakes to abide aU terms and condition 
imposed by this Hon’ble Court, therefore, this Hon’ble Court pleased 

grant permanent exemption to accused in the interest of justice.

2) It is submitted that accused is currently residing at Kolkata 

and he is old age person and suffering from old age disease. The 
accused is facing number of criminal cases therefore it is not possible 

for accused no.l to present each Court date personally he is residing far 
away from Wardha. Therefore, Sometimes it is not possible for accused 

to reach Court date on fixed date. The accused undertakes that he shall

3) Prosecution filed their say at Exh.986-A wherein the essential 
principle of criminal law is that, the trial of an offence should take place 

in the presence of the accused. This principle has been embodied in 
Section 273 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, which provides, as a 

general rule, that all evidence taken in the course of trial shall be taken

RCC No.573/2002 
State Vs. Sanjay Agrawal and 

Ors. 
Exh.No.986 

CNR NO.MHWR030003432002

Order below Exh.986 
fdt.23.07.20261



in presence of the accused but in certain circumstances, the court can 

exempt an accused from personal appearance. However, we should not 
forget that exemption from personal appearance is not available to an 

accused as a matter of right and is subject to the discretion of the Court. 
The Hon’ble court can exercise discretion in trivial and technical cases.

Here no any difficulty to the applicant accused in reaching the Hon'ble 

court. The applicant/accused does not deserve the relief of permanent, 
exemption considering the nature of allegations, conduct of accused 
and as no inconvenience in personal appearance.

5) The prosecution further submit that the accused have sought 

permanent exemption mainly on the ground that as he needs, to attend 
various courts in number of cases, which is not valid ground for 
exemption. The prosecution submits that, these are not the grounds on 

which permanent exemption can be granted. This cannot be termed as 
inconvenience in appearing before the court. While dealing with 
permanent exemption the seriousness of the offence is permanent

4) The prosecution further submit that, the Cr.P.C does not 
provide any enumerative list of offences where an exemption from 
personal appearance should be granted. It leaves within the powers of a 

court and judicial discretion of the courts to dispense with the personal 
appearance of an accused either throughout or at any stage of the 
proceedings based on facts and circumstances of the case. Therefore, 
the higher courts never held that permanent exemption should always 
be granted if asked for. In fact everything is left to the discretion of the 
court. The grant of permanent exemption as a matter of rule would 
result in the impression that a serious criminal case is a show in which 
the accused can take part by proxy merely by briefing a lawyer. That 
certainly is not the intention of law nor it is sound public policy.



6) The prosecution further submit that the accused cannot seek 
permanent exemption just because they will not dispute their identity 
during trial, their advocate will remain present on each date, and they 
will not seek adjournment. If these will be the reasons for getting 

permanent exemption there 95% accused will not be required to come 
in the court and proxy culture will prevail and accused will get 

unrestricted liberty, in spite of serious charges. In many murder and 
rape cases the identity is not disputed and advocates are ready to 
conduct the matters in absence of an accused and if we grant 
permanent exemption just because the identity is not disputed and that 
to without seeing seriousness of crime, then it would set wrong 
precedent. The present offence is the serious one. The presence of 
accused during trial is integral part of criminal justice system and no 
one should take it as harassment. Therefore, prosecution prayed to 

reject the said application.

consideration. The present offence is serious. The accused has 

committed serious anti social economic offence which affected to the 

public at large, therefore considering seriousness of offence permanent 

exemption of accused should not be granted. The Hon'ble Supreme 

court in case of Lily Begum Versus Joy Chandra Nagabansh reported in 
1994(2) see 39 held that, wherein serious allegations are made against 
the respondent. If such a privilege, in our opinion is given to an accused 

in a case of this nature, people will lose their confidence in the 
administration of justice. The observations of above Judgement are 

applicable in our case as there are serious allegations of economic 
offence and misuse of public fund. The sections cannot be the same in 
cited case and case in hand. The important aspect of serious allegations 
is the same in both cases and if serious allegations are there then 

accused does not deserve privilege of permanent exemption.



Heard both the counsels. Perused entire record.7)

8) The accused taking repeated liberty while filing the 
application for exemption under section 205 of the Code of Criminal 

Procedure. The repeated filing of exemption application filed by the 
accused on the one and the other pretext that he has busy before the 

Hon’ble Court at Bombay and some other Courts in other cities. The 
applications were allowed. Now the accused came before this Court 
with this application for granting of permanent injunction to exempt 

him from the trial and he is ready to give undertaking that he shall not 
misuse liberty given to him.

9) But the entire record shows that the trial of the present case 
is pending since last 25 years and at the flag end of this trial accused 

filed this application for permanent exemption and not this application 
but he has filed another application for permission to appear before this 
Court through video conferencing. The accused is taking liberty for 
exemption to remain present before the Court, but the conduct of 

accused shows that he has taking liberty to remain absent before this 
Court on fixed dates. His counsel also not taking any pain to file an 

application when accused is absent before Court. Repeatedly, called the 
accused, thereafter. Court called his counsel and then they filed an 
application for exemption. Today, the detailed order passed on Exh.l. 
In such circumstances, it is not the privilege of the accused that he is 
facing number of trials in different Court and for that reason he is 
seeking permanent exemption from this Court. The prosecution rightly 
mentioned in his say the grant of permanent exemption as a matter of 
rule would result in the impression that a serious criminal case is a 
show in which the accused can take part by proxy merely by briefing a 

lawyer. The reason mentioned by the accused in his application that he



QBDEB
Application is rejected.

MRUNAL
DOIPHODE

has residing far away from the Court at Wardha. But he has not 
mentioned his permanent address in the present application nor filed 
any document regarding his permanent address. It is not fit to grant 

application when the trial is pending since 25 years and the repeated 

directions given by the Hon’ble Supreme Court and the Hon’ble High 
Court to try the matter expeditiously. In such circumstances, the 
application is liable to be rejected. Hence, I pass the following order -

Place:-Wardha
Date:- 23.07.2026.

Digitally signed 
by MRUNM. 
YASHWANT

YASHWANT doiphode
Date: 
2026.07.23 
17:32:30 +0530

(Smt.M.Y.Doiphode)
Chief Judicial Magistrate 

Wardha.



Order helnw Firh 10BI 
fdL23.07.2026)

RCC No.573/2002 
State Vs. Sanjay Agrawal and 

Ors. 
Exh.No.l051 

CNR NO.MHWR030003432002

Perused application, and say filed by the prosecution. Heard 
both the counsel. The accused No.l filed this application for grant of 
permission to appear through video conferencing wherein he has 
submitted that the accused no.l is simultaneously facing multiple 
criminal trials which are pending before Court at different cities 
therefore it is impossible for the accused no.l to be present before all 
court on the same or overlapping dates.

2) The accused no.l relied on the citation of the Hon’ble High 

Court of judicature at Rajasthan VzAram Singh Indori and others Vs. 
State of Rajasthan and others, wherein the Hon’ble High Court held that 
it is not feasible for the accused to the physically present at multiple 
location simultaneously. In the event of simultaneous proceedings, his 

physical absence leads to be adjournments, thereby causing unnecessary 
delay. It has also been noticed that, in accordance with Section 273 of 
the Criminal Procedure Code, there exists no legal impediment if the 

accused is represented by his counsel and accused no.l requested to 
this court that he may be permitted to appearing through video 

conferencing. He has mentioned in application about the detail rules 
governing the conduct of video conferencing have been notifying being 
the Hon’ble High court of Bombay Rules video conferencing for the 

Court 2022, published in the Maharashtra Government Gazette and 
operating from 29.12.2024. From the above mentioned contents the 

Rule of video conferencing, the accused is very well known how to
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ORDER

Application is rejected.

c

Place:-Wardha
Date:- 23.07.2026.

MRUNAL 
YAS H WANT 
DOIPHODE

Digitally signed 
by MRUnAL 
YASHWANT 
DOIPHODE
Date: 2026.07.23 
17:32:21 +0530

(Smt.M.Y.Doiphode) 
Chief Judicial Magistrate

Wardha.

apply and request the Court to appear before Court through video 

conferencing but at the same time he forgot to produce, the schedule 
mentioned by the Hon’ble Bombay High Court No.Rule/P/1603/ 

2022/06 dt.04.01.2023. Wherein the facility given to the litigant to 
appear before the court through video conferencing but there is a 

responsible given in Schedule - II request form for video conferencing 
which is not attached with this application. Under such circumstances, it 
appears that, accused is very well known about the rule. But at the 
same time, he forgot to comply with the rules of video conferencing. 

Therefore, this application is filed only to extend dates to prolong the 
matter. Hence, application is liable to be rejected, therefore 1 pass the 
following order -



.■JS* ■

As per the direction given to the accused on 23.07.2026
given to the accused No.l. He shall remain present before Court at

11.00 a.m. Accused No.l is absent other accused No.5, 8, 11 to 13 filed
their exemption application on record. I.O. is present for evidence till
01.00 p.m. accused is absent. No exemption till time. Hence, issue

N.B.W against accused No.l.

Place :-Wardha
Date:- 27.07.2026.

RCC No.300573/2002 
State Vs. Sanjay Agrawal & 

Others 
Exh.No.01 

CNR NO.MHWR030003432002

Order
(Bate 27.07.20261

Digitally 
signed by 
MRUNAL 

MRUNAL YASHWANT 
YASHWANT DOIPHODE 
DOIPHODE Date: 

2026.07.27 
13:14:06 
+0530

(Smt.M.Y.Doiphode) 
Chief Judicial Magistrate 

Wardha.
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RCCNo. of 2
State of Maharashtra

The Accused aboveNo.i mostname

respectfully submit as under:-

That the Accused No.i is facing trial in the present1.

Regular Criminal Case before this Hon'ble Court. The

Accused No.i has the highest regard for the law and has

continuously contested the matter through his himself and

through his advocate and

That the present application is being filed under2.

Section 70(2) of the Code of Criminal Procedure to

respectfully request this Hon’ble Court to cancel and recall

the Non-Bailable Warrant (NBW) that was issued against the

Applicant on 27.07.2026.

332

IN THE OOURl OF THEHCg^TgE CHlFFJUnOAL MAGKIttVIR
WAREHA

Versus
Sanjay Agrawal & Others

APHTAmsr Hit GANCHIATION OF NOVBAn AH F, WARRANT
UED AGAINST ACClgD Nai

than 20 criminal cases including present case.

accused is also facing more
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The Accused No.i humbly submits that he has never3-

intended to disobey the orders of this Hon’ble Court or delay

proven by his recent application (Exh. 1051) requesting

permission to appear through Video Conferencing. Although

this Hon'ble Court rejected that application on 23.07.2026

because a specific procedural form (Schedule-II) was

missing, the accused at the outset submits that, accused is

ready to comply all the formalities as directed by this Hon’ble

Court. The accused submits that, the fact that the accused

applied for virtual appearance shows he is actively trying to

attend the hearings, not run away from them.

4.

for hearing before this Hon'ble Court in Wardha, the Accused

in Nagpur for a different ongoing criminal trial, as well as one

Court Bench At Nagpur and applicant was required to attend

that matter also.

Because both court hearings were scheduled on the5.

exact same day in different cities, it was physically impossible

for the Accused to be present in both places at the same

was legally required to be personally present in another court

That, on 27.07.2026, when this matter was scheduled

more matter was listed before the Hon’ble Bombay High

the trial. The Accused’s genuine desire to participate is



time. The Accused's absence in Wardha was strictly due to

this unavoidable clash of proceedings in different cities and

was not an attempt to avoid the present proceedings.

The Applicant's advocate was present in this Hon’ble6.

orally. However, because a formal written application for

PM, this Hon’ble Court issued the NBW at 1:14 PM. The

Applicant sincerely apologizes for non filing the written

application, but begs the Court to consider that the absence

legal compulsion.

The Accused submits that, it is settled position of law1-

that, Non-Bailable Warrants should only be issued as a last

resort. The accused submits that, on 27.07.2026, accused

could not remain present before this Hon’ble for the

aforesaid reason.

The Accused respectfully submits that, Accused be8.

exempted from personally remaining present for filing of

this application and for arguing this application in view of

judgment passed by this court on 24.12.2013 in Criminal

Writ Petition N0.4429 of 2013 (Arunkumar N. Chaturvedi

3

exemption could not be prepared and submitted by 1:00

was due to attending another court, which is a genuine

Court on 27.07.2026 and tried to explain this situation
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Vs. State of Maharashtra and anr.) at Principal Seat at

Bombay. The accused submits that, the accused is facing Trial

Before the Hon’ble CJM, Dharashiv (Osmanabad) and

therein also NBW was issued against the accused when

accused was required to remain present before this Hon’ble

Court, application seeking cancellation of NBW was filed by

the accused before the said court but same was rejected and

said order was challenged by the accused before the Bombay

High Court Bench At Aurangabad and the Hon’ble Court was

pleased to issue notice in the said matter and granted interim

relief directing that “no coercive action shall be taken against

the applicant”. The copy of the judgment passed by this

2013 (Arunkumar N. Chaturvedi Vs. State of Maharashtra and

anr.)& copy of order dated 8/4/2026, passed by the Hon’ble

Bombay High Court Bench At Aurangabad, are annexed to

this application for kind perusal of this Hon’ble Court.

The Applicant submits that, applicant is always ready9.

and willing to co-operate with the court process.

If this Hon’ble Court is pleased to cancel the NBW, the10.

Applicant will personally remain present before this Hon’ble

Court on the very next date fixed by the Court.

court on 24.12.2013 in Criminal Writ Petition No.4429 of
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11.

and if Non Bailable Warrant issued against the accused is not

cancelled then Accused will suffer a severe loss of personal

freedom, and face hardship. That accused is patient of

astma and from last two days he is not feeling good

due astma therefore he unable attained todays date and

this application is filed in absence of accused.

roAYFR:- It is therefore most respectfully prayed that

Allowed present application and Non-A.

Bailable Warrant issued against the

Accused No.i on 27.07.2026 in R.C.C. No.

573 of 2002, be cancelled and recalled;

It is respectfully prayed to allow theK

advocate of the Accused to argue this

application without directing the

Accused to be physically present today;

any other order toC pass

protect the Accused’s liberty.

Hace: Wardha

Date: 10/08/2026 OOUh 'FOR--Sb

9-0

The applicant submits that, applicant is senior citizen

And or to
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MHWR030003432002 lR«iAa Hjl'Jiqi'Jl <3Cell
' ’T^.?iRFT It. snnra'

gntgrPr.^.*io(9^
dt.*^o.o^.^o^^)

3ll<^c1l ^I'jvl^l’ldl 3Tf?lMci)'r|| ant?!

3F^ ?r 'HfBnr
3TleTT aTT^Jl 41-41 HFPft 3TT

3llclc1l tTvPTHcft 3Tf^M:^NI ant^T Hit

M^lf^is-^ ci<3d 0<^cl dcs^. 311x141-4 ^^u|ul ant -dcjxixiji anjfft

’-ilWlcl<yit1 Cixa*^^ c^TRT ycpxui xllolqwt snt WclRlC ^qiq4 mtt.

311x1414 gt ^euiul ant 3iix'l414 cull'd

X1CXt>qi ’-qiqidiJId tleft. 311x1414 ^|i|lc1i|IX^*^^ tPt ^1x4-4 tl^

4x^ 311x141x1 HPI^^X -i1li|lc1i1icht cih1c4 d'4-ci r?jrt HT,^^

'-ilWIclil xa>s41o dPIiiX Mcpxut ttt. eqi*^^ e^lRT cTFRT

3TRt41’ “I Ml^d 45Xuqid 

chxuiiini an^ qixgel c^XU-MId 3neTT,

I9o(^) 3F^ Cixaczl <4)Xuqid

ft,^i5.ol9.:3o:3^ ^TXDijid

Eznqr 1t5qT ?t cp^uqin ^n^T.
311x141 ff). t J^|4| ant 3iixl41 ?r --qiqiciqixqi ant^Trt

Mcfixui H<?i44d 4quqi4 cfcfnijc^txn qrtt. 311x141-4 j-^u|5j1 arrt

n? 3nHT^ en^THl^ 31^ tfUT ?Tt ST^f

015,^05^ ^1^ ’1l4'^X <nxyqid 3n^ cpi\;u| cqi'^ilqd HT.^ -q|i||<*jqi4

3{r1'41-4 *«uiu1 arrt 41^ ^^cpi-ci tR

4'l4'lc6qi -qiqidqixi^^ W0XU| Mciftd tft (7^1 ?Zn^ tW 4j|4<'[cdi|| 

’^iqiciqi'd'M^ deeci rqi*^()) ct dqiqidqiXI^I^T eZHt

dPI'^X tsflH Wchxui 3lX1c<ll*^(i) ?3R ^TeJi^ qitt e2IR{ X1CX-4 Wcp^ui



2

cilodlcicei

dFRT

19.

6.

<1. ’Wr a^r# snWr
cl^lef c^IFft t<l??lq?'iu|

^WcT TER^ cfycTT, 3F^ cRTK cfj^ -qi«4icli|(’^ l.oo

n4a ch|u|di^ 3T^ STlefT Olvldl STfsfWcfl

a^§T W. 311^ Wr
3itic^i*^ci ^rr ’^liiiciiii'HdST ^icpcii ci7i^ ?zn^

e,. 3^lx:1l^1■^ g^ ^-s^iul 0|^^cJi||■c^^|

cpicsuiii^i n^rfo" 3nt. 
?3R ?lcfj^ cJjRUr cqidl ^-ITT cfFR

31I^!1'l|1-^' cgupT 3nl HT.^ -^lijlelijl^ f^41Hcl fe:
paaji^ <5i<aci ^c^cfl ant. ?o ?tpft arM^P??f ^^Raicraia

ttar P arf^pR rigcI a arM^
arf^pR cf)x!Ui)|xj| 3|\^ qi<ad t?efT 3T^

diRHeii HT,^ •^Niet’M, ari';^ii6iic; <yxi41d pMt aia^ 

f^czlcTI tfcft. T'Mi'cll pa ai 1x^41^ cji^sici ant.

ai 1^141^ gt *^uiui 3nt an^Wt pcpaaa '^I'Micd^jia ti6icr>i4 

n>aRTa anR ant. 3Rt4t aia: ^aimanRR^f ?pr anR ant p^ 
an^Vflf^'o^^tfT ^1’<^Jidi4l arf^pR a 45<roia aii'?i41-q tla ar^ arrt 
^nrasj 4d<?^i apurR ant.

aiH'141^ gt ^euiui ant at aRSRi aR’JsPi anam^ Rl41d ant. 
rqidi PRPR w ^i6'<i'^’i ^-PT ?T?aa ait ana araRng^ at aaa anai^ 

at ana anaa a^'dc<^l*|<^ ^aaiaaRR^ ?a7 a^ ?R5a artt.
riii*^(^ 'd'qx'cji an^ a^l'?l41■4 a^ cr>'<”i aat Icr^ Pi^d nRRna 
aiicldi ^Vadidcfl arf^panRRnaart.
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Srafg? 3^^ 3Tvri^
3nt. 3^1'?l41■^ W^xjui dl'I'i^d x1|<*if^u1 3n^.

^■<6'Jl'i 'i;i6d'l cill^lci idch-tju] xH^ §IcfxT ^TT^ cqi*^<ii '•-iJliJId’MlA 

1^.^19.019.^o:?^ AxSSFTHdl 3l1^ an^.

‘io, 3#r cP55^ ant an^ 5f7.<i

^Nid-Mi^ qO'H'^id ?t?TT 3Tf^n7 cb^Uii|-c|| ar^

dl^, 3n?Wt ST qcp'^ui weiRld c0\;uq|-cl cjcfcii^clilrJI

B ‘I, tlMcpix TTQfT^ ^e^iu) 3TT^ ajvifJtd HF5T cbx;uijivi'l?| 

3TWT? vfl^ ciJlf^ci^fr ail'<l41 S??, ‘I 1^5^ q^^cl 

aii?|Lflx<ni arirfcflcT chHUiiy^iul cil

'^iqi<7iqW*i§T cJR^^: •mcJ'f’H 3#r c^ 3n^ ;l7.‘I ?T 2IT

cZR^§T: ?lcfxT v^uicpti^i ff^'^ui ^qoO qciRd

'15. -3^

*16l'<l^ Acpq t cpdH ‘I 3<: M'i5p|*<) cRJ qi|qqqiaW^

Mcn'eu|i41 ^SR cj- 2IT •-iliqidiJI'dq^T 3^'H^^c>^l

pcmrr^ cJ^t^ ant. ?r#n arr'^VTI'^ ^rici 3fjj^ 1^.^

-qiqidqi^ aiklJlti cbIi|^'6:1’^111 tkft.

Mcb'^uit'-^ -ilwAuiqi^ Iff Mcb'{U||d efigtlcT nitt.

‘I?. gt ant 3{M41 fn.‘I ansil^ ntM

nt nr ’-qiqidiiitiH^T ncn^iRcqi tt^ ^rixt nrtt tt fchnT q'tnQqvJi 

<;i<ael nrtt. rqi*^<i> an^rtt f^'bt^-cti ’t^vRRRft aif^RRF aTRWt

RTRneRfrnn^T >;i^ci n jraRur Mdf^d 'ji^d a^n'l>41x11

an^ nnng? nRngia nNT.

‘ly. nsnxn ^3.0(9.50:;^ n 519.019. :?o:3^

'aicTUciqqi'j^ ant^T nrfla ch'iuilid an^ -
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!4cb<ui 3Rj=r nwT srf^cfjT^

19^ SIM 'HchloSl 3^.‘1O WT ‘^•?o STlt. 30^

pli.1 iw ‘^.?o q^Sa q^qix; m,<t>I'<i cJtmt qcHld

>n j^cpi'd “1.3© q4a ^5^ 

3ii'<14^d^> ^,’^t.^ qcAeii^l '^■?o qivwi iTT qcAeiidi

q'lcilq'j'l MioRo^i’-ifK sf^ sn^. SMfa ^•<6'^'^qiqd

d-d<rq|-qi qiiumid^ ^c^dl ^IT^. Sll'<l41 5f5.‘I ?T -qiiJloiqi'ddSI

?vI7 7T??T ai^. Slixl^ld A^rh qcFld aHT ^la^ qcpyui MREeraT^

l^^llA^^IIWdlul HT.^ ’^iqieiqA t1ld<?1<rqi S^loq'Sql^^1c1 Aqtl

^quiiid 371^ sn^. ■qiciAu|q’i41 31^ ■=g?iai ar ’^iqi(?i'dd§l 

‘1.3o q4cT ai^. 311^ 5f).ar MiaiaiaRia^ srpiMt dd^iHissi^ 

x'le'jqi-qi 3i\^ 1^, ar.^ -qiqiciqA M^M^qow*iiui arlMt 

sivifa'lqd feft aift a aa^ 3i'Jifq'< ^rSlaia q>'^uiiiti sa^ sat. 

3a’<l41d^) cniqa'tqf'jl 3a^aR^H ch'^uqin 311^cii 3a^.

5. aa?^ Mq^'-eui :^oo:^ qi'<^a i^c1^^d 3a^. aiSftaR ?aF ST'd’d id I

3ii'<i41 •^iqidaid ?ai? aaat a^ ?ar^ 3a^ car a^ cj5eFaar cpi^uiA 

qt^d d'^'i cfj^ -Jlldld a ciMia 3lf?iqo|'<l aiai ^'ilqi dlaRdl auat.

cpiqd'ea’<’ifl aa^ aa^ nq^'iui 3^ aiari^ ar ch^uiA ^cdl^oi] 3a^ 

a^ aR^ aaRnr aiciqa sat. ^ad'dq’d'41 ap^t Aeai'd ar 

'aiaiciqia sa^ a>.5 ?aR artt a ^laj^ aa? i^cb'iui aidAul t 

'aiaiciqi'd §Taa tfuTR artt aiw 3a^ ?t aa^ Mcb^jui aidAui aa^ t^a^ 

Ma)';iJ| y^'i^d a^^ '^itlci a? URTla sa^ aaicT q?'tnd ycb'^ui

MdAd taat, caaj^ ^la^ yq>'<uii(H]d ciMi'd sif^iaa^ aa a^ 19t ’-qiqidqiad^i
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jhb '^Mcbl^lS'bblh^ t?S>T^

-/it^

■1^ Pll7n>q^ P(^lh J^ J2d^ kJiidgl ^dl2i ii3ti±iC 1^

I^^^U3 ^‘^■k lb.ll?3 k7n9-f Rklb b'(£ ^hl>IK> I9ol3

r^kfi-Mr?i^inr?^ t ^piPinio? u>iinxcbK x^k- uh»h og’b

i£ilie Uilbnl^blk kllT-n? I bn? 19 IhlX^ Ifalb-^ P|pilnXcbK

IJi-Ibn^ lhl>^i 1^ j^ W ifeii Irt^hx nilL-liiy ih<i.iM?|feikX

Ihixf^ ^jbb Vit

‘11^ Pibnxa? kfn9-t |j3.?|olft ^12±ie bo^: hk^cb

lb|0K Ij^lblA^cb lb^X^9X|^r IP|^^ irilie I9qI? |9lk U>^(b I7lcb9k^ P>lb3

b ■<£ |j^lXIK> 5xh ln?l(b |pi(blj Xcbbka l^lXcbbr? InXcbK kcXcbln^ |j3 Ikbbcg 

|blbk>lblb^ Ui^ie XlAg l^?kR>lbl.oiblh>^ NInMcb cbl^bh blb^

J3 J^ oo't 4X1 h ob'b b ^lcbk> ^ftkR>lbPlbl^?^

J? S^^lbOFXrg tb[Xldk kXIhU 4XFy> IPc^ PPM? lUMb bo-g

19 lk>l^Lb k>PMb kMK> P|Xcb pg>lb Ib^bcg9? h b-l^?

naii: l^khMbPIbll?^ ^419 Al£i2 jhlXlK^ InXcb

P^PK ■Pf3c<o inXcbb W ’liie <fej2^Mte Inl^bl^P ifeili ^j^P9 blb3

PcXcb PPIh blb^?blh^ <b^hX^ l»|h|XIK InMcb 9llfi bl^xb inkXK> fekXXlbPIblb-* 

^XP9 b■<£ yilXlK^ Ijficb Inl^blP Ibixfi Iblb ^XI01^K> kXIhP (|0Pb ^k>P 

Ifrlbn^ lb-^c£9P bkP ||i|X^n9X|^r Pbh bo'o Nb [JilXllfi 'PPMb IU>kMb 

bo-^ >P9X|^> 1^ bo-^ ^IhS b'c^ |jitXIK> •Mfx9 Pbhl^lb

|j>lhS ^fek^XlbPlblb-» ^61 J^ Jzt ^Xlcbl^K> kXIhP P>jpilnX(bK XbkX



6

Placei-Wardha
Date:- 27.07.2026.

W-

RCC No.300573/2002
State Vs. Sanjay Agrawal &
Others
Exh.No.Ol

Sd/- 
(Smt.M.Y.Doiphode)

Chief Judicial Magistrate 
Wardha.

cf C'Mi'ct clcRdi’D tijiclj yccld 2fp3T 3T1^§T m-Jld

Order
(Date 27.07.2026)

2\s per ±e direction given to the accused on 23.07.2026 given to the 
accused No.l. He shall remain present before Court at 11.00 a.m. 
Accused No.l is absent other accused No.5, 8, 11 to 13 filed their 
exemption application on record. I.O. is present for evidence till 01.00 
p.m. accused is absent. No exemption till time. Hence, issue N.B.W 
against accused No.l.

'IB. tiqxxiii <dcpxuiiTi)i cf^ 3n^?T tn^

1^.^19.0(9.505^ 3n^?T

3T1^ q'JId 3T1^?F ^Mdl (9^ dMI'<fl

Sl-ddidl^ 3.ochlu|dl^ 

gw 3n^ jfy,q ^jcfzr

ar^. 1^.519.0(9.5055, wa arf^icfn^ 3.00 rpfa

cpI'JIdl^ Hhfilqi 31^ 3l|<l^d^) q^'iuqio 1^.^. 3

Siqd'lchd cfj^ SRRTT SfT^ 1^?^ qig4r 1^.319.30.5054, 06.03.50:5^, 

^3.5054 ai dIX'iai’II 3Tf^qq \5n^ c)75Dij|^ 3n^.

SIhI'D ^5U|o 3lt1c1l ^1 at ^1^ Mcpxiuj -qidlcluqiti a^R 31%. at
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*1^.

*^(9.

^M.od.:^oQ4,

56.od.?o54, o^,o^.:^o^4.

3o.'^o.5o:^4,

o^'i:?.5o54, od.‘15.^o:?4,

o4.o%^o5^, sr^

2JT -oiqidqi'd Hf^’-i||rij| HT.^ '<J|iJlc1il, ^sft

ych><uiN chlHchMI^ fcf^ 3n|, 2TT

’<16^'4IxH M'<qN''n 3TRW fcJ^S^ 'f^ST ’-illilldilld PcfTTUt

^6U|u1 3n^ ?2TRT

s|l4l'cH J^ddl ch'^cl^oil 3TRPlt^ ycnx^uiid clMW 3Tf^fcf>r^ ^fpcTr

^ii^liTl-cqi ^1’<:g\^'^-qi cp^uidldl 3F^ ^-ddNI y^'^NI •I'lqfqui ’>mi|drc||-c-m 

oqi’^d sRRT '1'dc^l*J<^ 3ll’<l'41-cn Mcp'JUi xJlellquiiixH ^U||’^ 3nt.

^j^jpTFTT sraUT

yelled 3TTt. til'd HT.gsrt "qiqiciqi-^ ^.^.^eiqiqd ^Tgof Hlf^Jl 

^'ddidl cf^ yf^5im^|clx! ^ftc^cdl 3T^ (cIxIHId cTt 31^ 31H'1^^

^qob '^oOcpIi^MUii'dlcfl 3nt. SUxiitil-cqi wq?’c!U||-c)| '?lvtdldl qtldl

o^.o6.?o:jH, <1Q.oe.5oQH,

dl'd^'d >{1^01 cf^ dl'^'iai TOTT SIH'liil'H ^TvFTHcft 3Tte5{ 

cpl^d ’^Wl'Tiqi’^ Jdchyjuil-^ cm sfERTT 7^ ^55^1^

TIT ’-qwidqi’dd^ Achlc?fl

cflCouqi-cFl 5^ ^c)ed d'dcfl ?T^ HT. 5^ ’-qmidq, <a>S'ild

1?TH (^) Io.<1‘^.:5o:?4 ^t>L|I

yq^Mui ^ii^chxild dc|cb>J tol-cfl chiciUiJi-^ 3TT^?t 3n|.

HT.^ -qi-MIdqi^ 3TR^/^l9/:^o5H TTP^ HT.^

-qmicnqi'^ cpieiq^^ ^clc^ M«D*:u| Acpiell cblciUi||rij| dMI-MlvIdl 311#.
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0’^.0$.:jo:?^, 1?.o«.:jo:?^,

:?o,oy,:^o:?^,

o6.oH,^o:j^,30.03.50:?^,

0^.0^.‘1.04.^0:?^, 03.0^.50^^,

31^

^16.

Ml'^d cp'O’i 3Tf^n^ \jn^ ch'^uqici 3n^

^SU|U| 3n^ 1^.^I9.019.^0:^^

'^Nlclilltl^lSf ?f?TT ?T? cfr 1^.o3,od.^o^^ ?RTT 3T^ '-<il^Hd^lId

<l'!5d i^lcpdl 3RRTT f^.03.06.^0:^^ 3nv'l41^ crl^ldl^ 3FS

’-illillcl’Mld c^lvad ^cldl -^n^. 3TT^ ■dcj'I'cll 3F^ ’kvRHrft cfjxjuiiixH

*1P|un 3T1^ ?fr ^Pi^x; ^aflcT I

cfTRUT 3^ cf5?^ rJlT^ W^ftTIrT 3Tf§n^ vfp^ cb'iJUilId 3T1^

3T5ft ^euiui 3n# ut 1^.03.fcpcn ?jng4f

019.^05^ -qiqiciqid §1^ ^fcTT. cJIT^

3|\Jiftl'|6|0 c5l<ad <5td‘^c|vl ^5^ Pr.^.o6“I STrW ;p*iich 3 BT

q4?T cfxfcJ ycp^ui 3^ xiicii^ JR 4^ cpMuoid

3n^. 019.50:?^ 3n^3T ^ir

141014lt1*i5T cJR^R

eX’l^ 3TM^ Wcp'J'Jl xtldf^uiJitl -4l4lc44Ht1 ti6cni4 cr)’<uq|-c4l HRpsftcfta

'1t1e4l^ 0IUHII5I 3P^ dtlc^A 'dR'erK STl^^T 3 4^

o^.ois,:?©:?^, o<?.oi9.:^o5^, ^o.ols.^o:?^, 53,019.

JIT dl-^aH?^ 3T^ c^i-^d 3TTfT WR'Jui x|icll4 JIT

cnKuii-eriq ch'<'iJ4ld 3lle4|-^ ^?TT?T. ^7^ 11^ STRt^

3T^ IH'^X 4>XU4ld 3n^ ?T^ 3T1^ ?T 'Rl4lol4lt1*1§T 5IoTT ^TT^.

r4l’1d'{ 31 hI41^1 4cH1 01141 RT^^^ 3l'<1o<14 ^’<64l'^4 3{^
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3RTT ^5^ 3TTt. qchx>U||c1

cfr sfj. ? 3TTt IcpqT iJHiqd ^[■yidO 3H1^ STf^. 31^'141 A 

'^^-cD'H'l'sld ;^5Hich q c;i<aci ^ddl r2JH^ 3TT^lif)^ 1^?^ 

'dqx; Hcp'i'jl iieiRa 3i’de'yi'^ q rqix^ji di'i'ai i<cpi’ci 

•-iiiijiciqH^ cjKsif^eici 3nt q^ -^iqici<41*1*1^ i^.qis.ois.^o^^ 

<141 3]i<'141 ’1HI^'< ’^qKTlcRRFTQf ?vF ^tcTT c^T qi ’^IRHeRIRT 

§iqxT qr^ 3RT[ cnluidl^ ^\64<1 3l4 qi'^d dcgoi.

‘1 . ■qq? qq^WT^ q q^qq 3ii'ili41'^ qraoT ^44' '<iiiiA4qi-^ 

Plch^i'^^TT ^•‘lool 3n^, 31T^ ?r cfjqoS riii-wii ^qi'ciqitldST Meil^d

Sltleleqi qqjRuij^ft tiq<qi 311^51 cp^uqitnJl jlx-uhiijc^i 3l'dcqi^ 

qjRUT qr g^fq cTR^^qR 37R^^1^ qi qoq4-:?oq^ qs:^ ^cdl^aSl Mch<u| 

■cildi^ qr cpKuii’^ *114?!qqqr 3ii<l41^ qr ’-qiqiciqi'dd^

^6vl41qi 3<4 ^nq^ qR^ ^i<4'4 q WKf y0<ui 3iioq'S'Mic{l<?i ^q^ 

qq^ 3r^. q^ q^ q q^qr 3n^ cqixr 3nqr ?qi^
^1<\Jiqiqdl 3Tf^fqq cfj<u4||-c)( 3t4 qixaci wff. qt qr RTrqieiqHH5T 

■fRqsrl^Rn’ qq ^qR ?iq5q qi^ ij|6)i«idxn ^^qcS qt 3RaRTqi 3T1^ qr 

<^<l'Jl ^qq chluidl^ dvlgx qrft qi>aR|bqHldl 4€i4?|q w^ium^i qj^, 

qo, cR?T 3f9qT M^lt^lJld 3TRt4t ?T Hch<u| ■c^|<?1^c|tJ^^|>e^ "iliqidqiq 

q6q5i4 q)^ qi^ 3rtt Pi«h4 ct^Ksni 3ii<141^ qi^ RTT^^ qt 

’^wiciqiqd^f 4<8v|41^ 3t4 qjqq qRqt tcf^qr cpyn^ qr^ q wcf^^ui q5^ HciRid 

tel qiqi^ 3iR'14t-d| qic^ Jfcft. fel 3TqqT q^kstMtq 3JI<t41T>m 
^g4<ld 3ii<14iq qq^ ^<'dqM<41 3Tf^fqq 3n^ qc^x-ui tnaf^tuzn^ 

’d6q’l4 cr>41d dqeiji^^c)) 4^ qxai ^uiix: qj^, STT^rttqi 3i4 qids^x! 

Bluqiti qrqqqft. rf^ 5cd1cih*iiu| 3n^§T mxla cn<uqi<^ 4^.
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ITEM NO.37 COURT NO.4 SECTION II-A

INDIA

No(s). 10625-

19-03-2024

THE OSMANABAD DISTRICT CENTRAL CO-OPERATIVE BANK LTD.Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA & ORS. Respondent(s)

FROM FILING C/C OF THE IMPUGNED JUDGMENT ON lA
ON lA

FROM
lA

113645/2024

THE IMPUGNED

FILE ADDITIONAL
PERMISSION TO FILE ADDITIONAL

Date : 03-08-2026 These petitions were called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

85031/2024
ON

"’"W’"Tetitioner(s)
D«gileIIy
ASHA feu r*Q<fVAL
Date: 2O'SftA«O4
17.ie4SIST
RaatOftr—J

Mr. Shyam Divan, Sr. Adv.
Mr. Satyajit A Desai, Adv.
Mr. Sachin Singh, Adv.
Mr. Pratik Kumar Singh, Adv.
Mr. Shashank Upadhayay, Adv.
Mr. Vishwesh Shankar Gadage, Adv,
Ms. Anagha S. Desai, AOR

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE M.M. SUNDRESH
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE PRASANNA B. VARALE

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.) 
10626/2024

EXEMPTION FROM FILING O.T. 
lA No. 85031/2024 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING O.T. 
lA No. 85030/2024 - PERMISSION TO
DOCUMENTS/FACTS/ANNEXURES lA No. 90066/2024
DOCUMENTS/FACTS/ANNEXURES

SUPREME COURT OF 
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

[Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated 
in CRLWP No. 466/2015 19-0‘’-2O24 in CRLA No. 2224/2015 passed by 
the High Court of Judicature at Bombay at Aurangabad]

WITH
SLP(Crl) No. 4753-4754/2024 (II-A) FOR 
FOR EXEMPTION 
81426/2024
FOR PERMISSION TO FILE ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS/FACTS/ANNEXURES 85030/2024
FOR EXEMPTION FROM FILING O.T. ON lA 
FOR PERMISSION TO FILE ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS/FACTS/ANNEXURES 90066/2024 
FOR APPROPRIATE ORDERS/DIRECTIONS ON lA 
FOR EXEMPTION FROM FILING O.T. ON lA 113649/2024 
lA No. 113645/2024 - APPROPRIATE ORDERS/DIRECTIONS 
lA No. 81426/2024 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING C/C OF JUDGMENT 
lA No. 113649/2024
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«

For Respondent(s) Mr.

request of the
appearing for the respondent(s), list the matters in
the month of February, 2G27.

It is well open to the Trial Court to dispense
with the presence of the accused persons.

(ASHA SUNDRIYAL) DEPUTY REGISTRAR

Ms.Dr.
Mr.

Dr. R. R. Deshpande, AOR
Ms. Priyanka Deshpande, Adv.Mr, Bhagwant Deshpande, Adv.

Priyanka Deshpande, Adv. 
R. R. Deshpande, AOR Bhagwant Deshpande, Adv.

(POONAM VAID) ASSISTANT REGISTRAR

UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following ORDER

Mr. Shyam Diwan, Sr. Adv.
Mr. Satyajit A. Desai, Adv.
Mr. Sachin Singh, Adv.Mr. Pratik Kumar Singh, Adv.Mr. Shashank Upadhyay, Adv.
Mr. Vishwesh Shankar Gadage, Adv.Ms. Anagha S. Desai, AOR
Mr. Abhikalp Pratap Singh, Adv.Mr. Siddharth Dharmadhikari, Adv.Mr. Aaditya Aniruddha Pande, AORMr. Shrirang B. Varma, Adv.Ms. Aagam Kuar, Adv.
Mr. Kartikey, Adv.Ms. Gayatri Agarwal, Adv.Ms. Shubhangi Agarwal, Adv.Mr. Utkarsh Kumar, Adv.Mr. Siddharth Garg, Adv.
Ms. Surabhi Guleria, AOR

S. Nagamuthu, Sr. Adv.
Mr. Pawanshree Agrawal, AOR Ms. Kamana Divya Sree, Adv. 
Ms. Kriti Jain, Adv.

learned Senior CounselAt the
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3-SR903.odt

CRIMINAL REVISION APPLICATION NO. 128 OF 2026

PER COURT

Issue notice to the respondent, returnable on 16.04.2026.

Learned APP waives notice for the respondent.

2. The application filed by the applicant for cancellation of the

non-bailable warrant is rejected by the trial court. Mr.jaju, learned

attending another court proceeding, he was bonafidely unable to

appear before the trial court when the matter was called out. He relies

on the order passed by this court on 24.12.2013 in Criminal Writ

Petition No.4429 of 2013 (Arunkumar N. Chaturvedi Vs. State of

Maharashtra and anr.) at Principal Seat at Bombay.

Mr.N.S.JaJu, Advocate for applicant
Mrs.B.B.Gunjal, APP for respondent

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY 
BENCH AT AURANGABAD

CORAM : 
DATE

AJIT B. KADETHANKAR, J. 
APRIL 08 2026

Sanjay Hariram Agrawal 
VERSUS

The State Of Maharashtra

counsel for the applicant, submits that since the applicant was
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Till next date, no coercive action shall be taken against3.

the applicant.

[AJIT B. KADETHANKAR, J.]

KBP


