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ITEM NO.20               COURT NO.12               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).9146/2026

[Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated 28-04-2026
in CRLA(BA) No. 431/2026 passed by the High Court of Judicature at
Bombay at Nagpur]

SEHREALAM SAMIULLAH ANSARI                         Petitioner(s)

                                VERSUS

SAIYAD SAHAJAD & ANR.                              Respondent(s)

IA No. 151154/2026 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING C/C OF THE IMPUGNED 
JUDGMENT
IA No. 151147/2026 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING O.T.
 
Date : 18-05-2026 This matter was called on for hearing today.

CORAM : 
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE MANOJ MISRA
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VIPUL M. PANCHOLI

For Petitioner(s) :Ms. Afreen Shaikh, Adv.
                   Mr. Vishal Arun Mishra, AOR
                   Mr. Nikhat Shaikh, Adv.
                   Mr. Nizam Shaikh, Adv.
                   
                   
For Respondent(s) : Mr. Siddharth Dharmadhikari, Adv.

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

1. The petitioner is the original complainant.

2. The submission on behalf of the petitioner is that High

Court had granted bail on the ground that Test Identification

Parade  was  conducted  after  a  month  and,  therefore,  its

sanctity becomes doubtful. Besides, the High Court observed

that  after  carrying  out  Test  Identification  Parade,  no
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supplementary statement of the complainant, who happens to be

the  eye-witness,  was  recorded  to  ascertain  the  exact  role

played by the respondent.

3. The case of the complainant is that if the investigating

agency  did  not  record  the  supplementary  statement  of  the

complainant, it is the fault on the part of the investigating

agency.

4. Insofar as the present case is concerned, it is a case of

brutal murder where multiple stab wounds were caused to the

deceased and since the accused were not known at the time of

lodging the First Information Report, the First Information

Report was lodged against unknown persons but once the accused

were  identified,  they  had  to  be  treated  as  accused  of  a

heinous crime.

5. In  such  circumstances,  it  is  prayed  that  the  order

granting bail should be set-aside.

6. Issue notice, returnable in six weeks.

(HARPREET KAUR)                                 (SAPNA BANSAL)
COURT MASTER (SH)                             COURT MASTER (NSH)
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