Sr.No. 921 WP 2574.10 & appw 276 & 277.15

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION
CRIMINAL APPLICATION NO. 277 OF 2015
in
WRIT PETITION NO. 2574 OF 2010

Sri Abdul Kalim @ Pappu Kayyum Khan ....Petitioner
versus
The State of Maharashtra and anr. ....Respondents

Mr. Devasis Mitra i/b. Legal Assistance, advocate for the petitioner.
Mrs. P. H. Kantharia, APP for the State.

CORAM : RANJIT MORE &
ANUJA PRABHUDESSALI, JJ.

DATED : 12 AUGUST, 2015.
P.C.:

Heard.

2. For the reasons stated in the application, the criminal
application is allowed in terms of prayer clause (a) and the same is

disposed of as such.

(ANUJA PRABHUDESSALI, J.) (RANJIT MORE, J.
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Sr.No. 921 WP 2574.10 & appw 276 & 277.15

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION
CRIMINAL APPLICATION NO. 276 OF 2015
in
WRIT PETITION NO. 2574 OF 2010

Sri Abdul Kalim @ Pappu Kayyum Khan ....Petitioner
versus
The State of Maharashtra and anr. ....Respondents

Mr. Devasis Mitra i/b. Legal Assistance, advocate for the petitioner.
Mrs. P. H. Kantharia, APP for the State.

CORAM : RANJIT MORE &
ANUJA PRABHUDESSALI, JJ.

DATED : 12 AUGUST, 2015.
P.C.:

Heard.
2. For the reasons stated in the application, the criminal
application is allowed in terms of prayer clause (a) and the same is

disposed of as such.

3. Writ Petition No. 2574 of 2010, accordingly, stands restored to

its original file.

(ANUJA PRABHUDESSAL, J.) (RANJIT MORE, J.
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Sr.No. 921 WP 2574.10 & appw 276 & 277.15

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION
WRIT PETITION NO. 2574 OF 2010

Sri Abdul Kalim @ Pappu Kayyum Khan ....Petitioner
versus
The State of Maharashtra and anr. ....Respondents

Mr. Devasis Mitra i/b. Legal Assistance, advocate for the petitioner.
Mrs. P. H. Kantharia, APP for the State.

CORAM : RANJIT MORE &
ANUJA PRABHUDESSALI, JJ.

DATED : 12" AUGUST, 2015.
P.C.:

Heard.

2. Mrs. Kantharia, learned APP, having taken instructions from
the officer concerned, makes a statement that the investigation into the
said CR having been completed, charge-sheet is already filed in the year
2010.

3. In the light of the aforesaid statement, learned counsel for the
petitioner seeks leave to withdraw the aforesaid petition with liberty to file
a discharge application if charge is not already framed. Leave with liberty
as prayed for, is granted. The petition stands disposed of as withdrawn.

(ANUJA PRABHUDESSAI, J.) (RANJIT MORE, J.)

Shubhada S Kadam 3/3



