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             IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
 BENCH AT AURANGABAD

              WRIT PETITION NO.  7170  OF 2016
  

Pritamsingh Indarsingh Sodhi  ...PETITIONER

versus

The State of Maharashtra  and ors.   ...RESPONDENTS

.....
Mr. Satyajeet S. Bora, Advocate holding for 
Mr. Pratik P. Kothari, Advocate for Petitioner
Mr. P.S. Patil, AGP for Respondent No. 1
Mr. P.P. Mandalik, Advocate for Respondent No. 2
Mr. A.S. Bajaj, Advocate for respondnt No. 3
Mr. R.L. Chabda, Advocate for Respondent No. 4
Mr. Rajendra Deshmukh, Advocate for Respondent No. 5

.....

       CORAM :  R.M. BORDE AND
  K.K. SONAWANE, JJ. 

 
                              DATED :  10th OCTOBER, 2016. 

Order :-

1. Learned counsel appearing for petitioner states that in view of 

affidavit in-reply presented on behalf of respondent No. 2 - Gurudwara, 

grievance  raised  by  him in  the  instant  petition  substantially  stands 

redressed.   In  affidavit  in-reply  presented  on  behalf  of  respondent 

No. 2 in paragraphs No. 3 and 8 it is recorded below:

“3.    I  say submit  that,  so far  as the main  

contention of  the petitioner  that,  as per  the  

definition  provided  in  the  1956  Act  and  

particularly  section  2(c)  of  Dhawani  Mohalla  

Gurudwara is part and parcel of Nanded Sikh  

Gurudwara  is  true  and  correct  and  Dhawni  

Mohalla Gurudwara is and should be governed  

by the Gurudwara at Nanded.”
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8.   I say and submit that be that as it may it  

is an admitted position that, Bhai Dayasinghji  

Gurudwara at Dhawni Mohalla, Aurangabad is  

an integral part of Gurudwara of Nanded and  

is therefore under the administrative control of  

the Board and we undertake that we will take  

appropriate  action  against  the  persons  who  

are  disturbing  the  management  of  Dhawni  

Mohalla Gurudwara.”

2. Learned  counsel  for  petitioner  states  that  in  view  of  the 

statement  made,  as  referred  to  above,  grievance  raised  by  the 

petitioner in the instant petition stands redressed and seeks leave to 

withdraw the petition. 

3. In view of the statement of respondent No. 2 as recorded above, 

leave is granted. 

4. Writ petition stands disposed of as withdrawn.  No costs.

Sd/-   Sd/-

     [K. K. SONAWANE, J.]                      [R.M. BORDE, J.]  

MTK      


