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IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  JUDICATURE  AT  BOMBAY

CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

PUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION (ST) NO. 50 OF 2017

Sayed Jalaluddin } Petitioner

versus

All Trustees, }

Saifee Burhani Upliftment }

Trust (SUBT) and Ors. } Respondents

Mr.  Ram  Upadhyay  i/b.  M/s.  Law 

Competere Consultus for the petitioner.

Mr.  Abdul  Ponda  with  Mr.  Denzil 

Asambhav and Mr. Shlok Bhour i/b. M/s. 

Wadia  Ghandy  and  Co.  for  respondent 

no.1.

Mr.  Jayant  J.  Bordeskar  for  respondent 

no. 2.

Ms. Sonali Sable i/b. Mr. Kamlesh Ghumre 

for respondent no. 3.

Mr. Deepak Thakre and Ms. P. P. Shinde-

APP for State.

CORAM :- S. C. DHARMADHIKARI &

SMT. BHARATI H. DANGRE, JJ.

DATE     :-  FEBRUARY 21, 2018

P.C. :- 

1. The  petitioner  has  attended  the  Sir.  J.  J.  Marg  Police 

Station for recording his statement and it is stated by the learned 

APP, on instructions, that his statement has been recorded.  He 

has  forwarded  certain  documents  to  the  investigating  officer. 
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Those are also on the record, namely, in the investigation papers. 

Now,  the  police  machinery,  according  to  the  learned APP,  will 

take the requisite steps and in accordance with law.

2. We have no doubt that the investigating officer will take due 

note of  these papers/documents supplied by the petitioner and 

thereafter  proceed  in  accordance  with  law.   In  the  event  the 

competent criminal court is not satisfied with the investigations 

carried out, it has all the powers in law to direct a investigation in 

accordance with the provisions contained particularly in section 

173 of the Criminal Procedure Code, 1973.  Once these safeguards 

are available in law, then, we do not see any reason for keeping 

the public interest litigation pending.  It is disposed of.

(SMT. BHARATI H. DANGRE, J.)            (S.C.DHARMADHIKARI, J.)
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