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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY,
  AURANGABAD BENCH, AT AURANGABAD.    

                            
                  Writ Petition No. 3150 of 2000

                      With
      Civil Application No. 614 of 2009
       (In Writ Petition No. 3150 of 2000)

                                                                And
       Civil Application No. 615 of 2009
       (In Writ Petition No. 3150 of 2000)

Dilip s/o. Sakharam Mandalwar,
Aged : 20 years,
Occupation : Student,
R/o. Sarsam Bk., Taluka : Hadgaon,
District : Nanded
(at present Room No.2 of Hostel
of Government Ayurved College, 
Nanded). .. Petitioner / Applicant.

          versus

1. The State of Maharashtra.

2. The Maharashtra University
of Health Sciences,
Nasik.

3. The Dean,
Government Ayurved College,
Vazirabad, Nanded.

4. The Committee for Scrutiny
and Verification of Tribe Claims,
Maharashtra State,
Nasik.
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5. The Tahsildar and the
Taluka Executive Magistrate,
Hadgaon. .. Respondents. 

.........................

Mr. U.R. Awate, Advocate, holding for
Mr. S.B. Talekar, Advocate, for the petitioner.

Mrs. M.B. Gangwal (Patni), Assistant Government
Pleader, for respondent nos.1, 3 and 5.

Mr. V.R. Dhorde, Advocate, for respondent no.2.

Mr. P.S. Patil, Advocate, for respondent no.4. 

..........................

       CORAM : A.V. NIRGUDE  & 
        A.M. BADAR, JJ.

  
                            DATE  :  8TH JUNE 2015     

PER COURT :

1. The  petitioner's  Advocate  states  that  despite  letter  sent  by 

Registered Post, to the petitioner, he has not made any contact with him. 

The petitioner's Advocate, thus, has no information about the petitioner's 

whereabouts, at present.  

2. In this situation, there is no point in continuing this litigation. 

The petition is dismissed in default.  Rule is discharged.  There shall be 

order as to costs.
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3. Consequently,  Civil  Applications  are  also  dismissed  in 

default. 

                                                                    
                                                                     
                       ( A.M. BADAR )                           ( A.V. NIRGUDE )                    
                            JUDGE                                           JUDGE
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