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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).5015/2010

(From the judgement and order dated              26/04/2010     in      CRLA   No.
2055/2010 of The HIGH COURT OF BOMBAY)

IMRAN KHAN                                                 Petitioner(s)

                   VERSUS

STATE OF MAHARASHTRA                                       Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for exemption from filing c/c of                  the    impugned
Judgment,exemption from filing O.T.,stay of arrest)

Date: 04/06/2010    This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM : HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE DEEPAK VERMA
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE K.S. RADHAKRISHNAN
                          [VACATION BENCH]

For Petitioner(s)       Mr. Manish Mohan, Adv.
                        Ms. Anita Mohan, Adv.
                        Mr. Ugra Shankar Prasad,Adv.

For Respondent(s)

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

              The petitioner is being charged and prosecuted for

     commission of offence under Section 420 of IPC, alleged

     to have been committed by him. He applied for grant of

     anticipatory bail.      The same having been rejected by the

     impugned   order   dated   26.4.2010   by    the    High   Court    of

     Judicature at Bombay, the petitioner is before us.
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          The allegation against the petitioner is that he

was handed over diamonds worth over Rs. 20 lakhs by the

complainant.       He has neither paid the price thereof nor

has    returned       the    diamonds    so   handed      over    by    the

complainant.



          Learned counsel for the petitioner contended that

on    account    of   busy    transaction     he   has    suffered     huge

losses.      Thus, he has not been able to pay the price of

the diamonds to the complainant.

          Be that as it may.          We do not find any ground to

interfere       against     the    impugned   order      passed   by    the

learned single Judge.             However, the petitioner shall be

at liberty to move an application for grant of regular

bail to him. On such an application being filed and if an

advance copy thereof is served to the Government Pleader,

then an endeavour would be made by the learned trial

Judge to hear and dispose of the same as expeditiously as

may be possible.

          This petition stands disposed of.
( Ravi P. Verma )   ( Neeru Bala Vij )
   Court Master        Court Master


