1 16-wp-12344-17

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

WRIT PETITION NO. 12344 OF 2017

Mukesh Gurdasmal Dudhani ..Petitioner
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Mr. Atharva A. Dandekar, for Petitioner.
Mr. A. P Vanarase, A.G.P. for Respondent Nos.1 to 5.
Mr. Deval a/w. Ms. Minal Chandnani

CORAM : K. K. TATED &
SARANG V. KOTWAL, JJ.
DATED : 27® FEBRUARY, 2020.

PC:
1. Heard the learned counsel for the parties.
2. Learned Counsel appearing on behalf of the

petitioner submits that he don’t have any instructions. Hence,

he is seeking time.

3. It is to be noted that, earlier also the matter was
adjourned at the request of advocate for the petitioner only,
therefore, there is no question of granting any adjournment

again.

4. Learned counsel for the Respondent No.6 submits

that, in view of the subsequent development, nothing survives
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in the present writ petition. He submits that, by this Writ
Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India, the
petitioner is seeking direction to the Collector, Thane to
withdraw the impugned order / communication dated
26/10/2017, thereby directing the Sub Divisional Officer,
Ulhasnagar to initiate criminal proceedings with respect to
subject matter properties. He submits that, the said
communication is complied with by the authority by filing an
FIR No. I 315 of 2017 with the Central Police Station,
Ulhasnagar on 10/11/2017. He further submits that, the
petitioner has also filed Criminal Application No.41 of 2019
for quashing the said FIR. Therefore, nothing survives in the

present writ petition.

5. Considering the fact that the learned counsel for
the petitioner don’t have any instructions to proceed with the
matter and the order-communication dated 26/10/2017 is

already acted upon, nothing survives in this petition.

6. Hence, the Writ Petition stands dismissed as
infructuous.

7. No order as to costs.

(SARANG V. KOTWAL, J.) (K.K.TATED, J.)
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