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The petitioner no.1, who appears in person, states that after
the impugned order was passed, the police have investigated the
complaint and closure report is filed before the learned
Magistrate. Thus, according to petitioner no.1, nothing survives
in the petition. He, therefore, submits that this matter be

disposed of asinfructuous.

2. We have also heard the learned Special Public Prosecutor for
the respondent nos.4 and 5 and the learned Public Prosecutor for
the State.
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3. Inview of the fact that already the matter was investigated
and closure report is filed and in view of the statement of the

petitioner no.1, the petition is disposed of as infructuous.

4. We have not examined the rival contentions of the parties.

PRITHVIRAJK. CHAVAN, J. C. V. BHADANG, J.
SMA



