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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

NAGPUR BENCH AT NAGPUR

WRIT PETITION NO.450 OF 2016.

Ramon Distilleries Ltd. ..vs.. The State of Mah. and anr.

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

Mr.A.A.Naik, Advocate for the petitioner.

Mrs.A.R.Taywade, AGP for resp.no.1.
Mr.J.B.Kasat, Advocate for respondent no.2.

CORAM : B.P.DHARMADHIKARI AND  

P.N.DESHMUKH, JJ.

DATED  :  MARCH 29, 2016.

On very first day, when notices were issued,

learned  counsel  appearing  for  the  petitioner  had

pointed out that the matter is covered by decision of

this Court in Writ Petition No.4925 of 2015 reported at

2016(1) ALL MR 875 (M/s Nagpur Distillers Pvt.Ltd.

..vs.. State of Mah. and anr.).

Advocate  Shri  Kasat,  who  appears  for

respondent no.2 – Nagpur Municipal Corporation does

not dispute this.

Learned  AGP,  however,  is  seeking  further

time of two weeks.

As  we  find  that  controversy  is  already

answered  against  petitioner  and  one  of  us

(B.P.Dharmadhikari,  J.)  is  party  to  that  adjudication,

we dispose of  the present  challenge also in  terms of
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judgment dated 8th of  January,  2016 in Writ  Petition

Nos.4925 of 2015 and 4914 of 2015.

        JUDGE                           JUDGE

Chute.


