
ITEM NO.9               COURT NO.16               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). 5787/2026

[Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated 13-02-2026
in  BA  No.  382/2026  passed  by  the  High  Court  of  Judicature  at
Bombay]

JAGDISH KAILASH SHEJAV @ DHANANJAY KAILASH SHINDE ALIAS DANNY
 Petitioner(s)

                                VERSUS

STATE OF MAHARASHTRA                               Respondent(s)

IA No. 99320/2026 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING C/C OF THE IMPUGNED 
JUDGMENT
IA No. 99322/2026 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING O.T.
IA No. 101210/2026 - PERMISSION TO FILE ADDITIONAL 
DOCUMENTS/FACTS/ANNEXURES
 
Date : 08-05-2026 This matter was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :  HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE N.V. ANJARIA
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VIPUL M. PANCHOLI

For Petitioner(s) :Mr. Shoeb Alam, Sr. Adv.
                   Mr. Prastut Mahesh Dalvi, AOR
                   Mr. Pranay Saraf, Adv.
                   Ms. Vidhi Pankaj Thaker, Adv.
                   Mr. Sabir Kachhi, Adv.
                   
                   
For Respondent(s) :Mr. Shrirang B. Varma, Adv.
                   Mr. Siddharth Dharmadhikari, Adv.
                   Mr. Aaditya Aniruddha Pande, AOR
                   

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

The Court is aware that the period of incarceration

in the case of the petitioner is 13 years and 7 months, who

is facing the charges under Sections 302, 201, 120B and 34,
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Indian Penal Code, 1860.

2. The prayer for granting regular bail was pressed on

the ground of long period of custody however, it is an

admitted fact that the statement under Section 313 of Code

of  Criminal  Procedure,  1973,  of  the  accused  is  already

recorded. It is further not disputed by the petitioner that

only defence witnesses have to be examined, whose number,

according to learned Counsel Mr Shrirang B. Varma for the

State  is  6.  Their  details  are  provided  in  the  counter

affidavit filed by the State.

3. In  the  aforesaid  scenario  of  the  status  of  the

trial, the Court finds that the interest of justice would

be met if the Trial Court is directed to complete the trial

within 5 months from today.

4. In  the  event  the  trial  period  is  unreasonably

prolonged further, the petitioner  will be at liberty to

approach this Court again, renewing his prayer before this

Court to be considered at this stage, in accordance with

law and on merits.

5. Accordingly, subject to the above observations, the

Special Leave Petition is dismissed.

6. Pending application(s), if any, shall stand disposed

of. 

(MINI)                                          (MANOJ KUMAR)
COURT MASTER (SH)                             BRANCH OFFICER
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