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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

 

CRIMINAL WRIT PETITION NO.1487 OF 2016

Vinod Mohanlal Jain & Ors. ..  Petitioners 
V/s.

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..  Respondents

…...
Ms.  Sudha  Dwivdi  i/b.  Mr.  Ajay  Tripathi,  Advocate  for  the 
Petitioners.

Ms. Sangeeta Shinde, APP for Respondent – State.

Mr.V.  A.  Thorat,  Senior  Counsel  a/w.  Ms.Supriya  Ghadge  a/w. 
Mr.Kamlesh  Ghumre,  Advocate  for  Respondent  Nos.2  to  7-
MHADA.

Mr.  Kamdar,  Senior  Counsel  with  Ms.  Surekha  Sonawane, 
Advocate for Respondent – BMC.

Mr. Ashok Mundargi, Senior Counsel i/b. S.G. Surana, Advocate 
for Respondent No.16.

Mr. Y.S. Jahagirdar, Senior Counsel i/b. Mr. C.N. Gole, Advocate 
for Respondent No.13.

…... 

CORAM : NARESH H. PATIL AND 
PRAKASH D. NAIK, JJ.

DATED  : AUGUST 22, 2016.

P.C. : 

Learned  counsel  appearing  for  the  petitioners  on 

instructions  seeks  leave  to  withdraw  the  petition.  Learned 

counsel  submits  that  affidavit  in  reply  is  filed  by  respondent 
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no.16.  Learned  counsel  has  referred  the  contention  raised  in 

paragraph no.1 in the said affidavit which reads as under:

“1)  I  say  that  I  have  read  over  the  contents  of  

present Criminal Writ Petition along with annexure  

thereto.   I  say that I  am well  conversant with the  

facts  of  present  case  and  I  have  gone  through 

records  &  proceedings  of  present  case  which  are 

made available to me and therefore, I am filing the  

present  Affidavit  in  Reply,  inter  alia  opposing  the 

admission  of  present  Criminal  Writ  Petition  and 

interim reliefs prayed therein. I reserve my right to  

file an Additional Affidavit in Reply, if necessary at  

the  time  of  hearing  of  present  Criminal  Writ  

Petition.”

2 Learned  senior  counsel  Shri  Thorat  submits  that 

petitioner no.1 has absolutely no locus to file the petition.  Couple 

of  petitions  were  earlier  filed  in  this  Court  raising  issues  of 

sanction and legality of the sanction of the redevelopment.  Now 

the project is ready.

3 As  the  petitioners  seeking  leave  to  withdraw  the 

petition,  we  grant  leave  to  withdraw the  petition.   Petition  is 

dismissed as withdrawn.

     (PRAKASH D. NAIK, J.)    (NARESH H. PATIL, J.)


