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IN  THE  HIGH  COURT OF  JUDICATURE  AT  BOMBAY

 CRIMINAL  APPELLATE JURISDICTION

CRIMINAL WRIT PETITION NO.1734 OF 2017

Ashok Tukaram Bamne …..Petitioner
versus
The Special Executive Magistrate and anr. …..Respondents

with
CRIMINAL WRIT PETITION NO.1735 OF 2017

Manveer Joginder Singh Prajapati …..Petitioner
versus
The Special Executive Magistrate and anr. …..Respondents

with
CRIMINAL WRIT PETITION NO.1736 OF 2017

Pravin Ramesh Salunkhe …..Petitioner
versus
The Special Executive Magistrate and anr. …..Respondents

with
CRIMINAL WRIT PETITION NO.1737 OF 2017

Ganesh Baburao Shinde …..Petitioner
versus
The Special Executive Magistrate and anr. …..Respondents

with
CRIMINAL WRIT PETITION NO.1738 OF 2017

Shankar Tarashingh Ayer …..Petitioner
versus
The Special Executive Magistrate and anr. …..Respondents

with
CRIMINAL WRIT PETITION NO.1739 OF 2017

Swapnil Dilip Chaskar …..Petitioner
versus
The Special Executive Magistrate and anr. …..Respondents

with
CRIMINAL WRIT PETITION NO.1740 OF 2017

Mayuresh Madhukar Gurav …..Petitioner
versus
The Special Executive Magistrate and anr. …..Respondents
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Mr. Amol Doijode, advocate for the petitioners.
Mr. J. P. Yagnik, APP for the State.

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

        DATE      :   22nd  JUNE,  2017.
     

P. C. :

Mr.  Yagnik,  learned  APP,  at  the  outset,  tenders   separate 

reports dated 22nd June, 2017 of the Special Executive Magistrate cum 

Assistant  Police  Commissioner,  Azad  Maidan  Division,  Mumbai,  in 

respective  petitions.   Perusal  of  the  same discloses  that  the  chapter 

proceedings, which are the subject matter of the above writ petitions, 

have been closed.  The said reports are  taken on record.

2. In the light of the above reports, Mr.Doijode, learned counsel 

for the petitioners, fairly stated that the petitions have been rendered 

infructuous.   The  writ  petitions  are,  accordingly,  disposed  of  having 

rendered infrutuous.

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