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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION
CRI. WRIT PETITION NO. 652 OF 2015

Office Notes,  Office 
Memoranda of 
Coram, 
appearances, 
Court's orders or 
directions  and 
Registrar's orders

Court's  or Judge's orders.

Ms.  Sarida  Unny  with  Mr  Yashodhar 
Chandulal, Advocate for  Petitioner.

Mr. A.R.Patil, APP, for State.

CORAM: R.G.KETKAR, J.
DATE    : 18/02/2015

PC:

1. Not  on  Board.  At  the  request  of 

Mr.Chandulal, taken up in the production 

board. 

2. Heard Mr.Yashodhar Chandulal and 

Ms.Sarida Unny, learned counsel for the 

petitioner  and  Mr.A.R.Patil,  learned 

counsel for the State. 

2. By this petition under Article 227 of 

the  Constitution of  India,  the  petitioner 

has challenged the order dated 22.1.2015 

passed  by  the  learned  Judge,  Family 

Court No.5, Mumbai below Exhibit-46 in 

Petition No.E-123 of 2009. By that order, 
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the Family Court rejected the application 

made by the petitioner for re-examination 

of the petitioner. 

3. After arguing the petition for some 

time,  Mr.  Chandulal  states  that  he  will 

not press this petition and states that he 

will  take  out  fresh  application  for 

reexamination of the petitioner.

4. In  view  thereof,  the  Petition  is 

disposed of as not pressed with liberty to 

the petitioner to take out application for 

re-examination of the petitioner.  If  such 

application is  taken out,  all  contentions 

of   the  respondent  including 

maintainability  of  such  application  are 

kept open.

5. The  grant  of  liberty  shall  not  be 

construed as any expression on merits of 

maintainability  or  otherwise  of  such 

application. Order accordingly. 

                           (R.G.KETKAR, J.)


