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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION
CRIMINAL WRIT PETITION NO. 1282 OF 2016

Smt. Sunita Arvind Shimpi ... Petitioner
versus
The State of Maharashtra ....Respondent

Mr. Sanjeev Panalekar, advocate for the petitioner.
Mr. J. P. Yagnik, APP for the State.

CORAM : RANJIT MORE &
SARANG V. KOTWAL, JJ.

DATE : 4™)ULY, 2017.

P.C.:

Mr. Yagnik, learned APP, on instructions of the officer
concerned who is present before the Court, makes a statement that the
inquiry under Section 176(8) of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973, in
respect of the ADR No.14 of 2016 is completed by the learned
Metropolitan Magistrate, 13" Court at Bhoiwada, Mumbai, and a report
is sent to the Chief Metropolitan Magistrate, Mumbai. He further stated
that a copy of the said report would be given to the petitioner on

making an application. The statement is accepted.
2. In the light of the above statement, Mr. Punalekar, learned
counsel, fairly agrees that the grievance of the petitioner, at this stage,

no more survives. The writ petition is, accordingly, disposed off.

Shubhada S Kadam 172



17 wp 1282.16.doc
3. The petitioner is, however, at liberty to challenge the said

report if he is aggrieved by it before an appropriate authority.

4. In view of the disposal of the petition, the criminal application
No. 241 of 2016 will not survive for consideration and the same is also

disposed off.

(SARANG V. KOTWAL, J.) [RANJIT MORE, J.]
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