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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

BENCH AT AURANGABAD

907 WRIT PETITION NO.500 OF 2019

PRAKASH BHAGWANRAO KALYANKAR
VERSUS

STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND OTHERS

...
Advocate for Petitioner : Mr. Deshmukh Sachin S. 
AGP for Respondent Nos.1 to 4: Mrs. V. S. Choudhari

...
WITH

WRIT PETITION NO.494 OF 2019

SANJAY S/O MADHAVRAO BELGE AND ANR.
VERSUS

STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND ORS.

...
Advocate for Petitioners : Mr. Deshmukh Sachin S. 
AGP for Respondent Nos.1 to 4: Mrs. V. S. Choudhari

...
WITH

WRIT PETITION NO.495 OF 2019

BAPURAO S/O NAGORAO GAJBHARE 
VERSUS

STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND ORS. 

…
Advocate for Petitioner: Mr. U. B. Bilolikar

AGP for Respondent Nos.1 to 4: Mrs. V. S. Choudhari
...

CORAM  : UJJAL BHUYAN &
               M. G. SEWLIKAR, JJ.

DATE     :  9th April, 2021
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P.C. :

.  Heard learned counsel for the parties. 

2. Petitioners are elected members of Zilla Parishad, Nanded

and also elected members of the District Planning Committee.  They

are aggrieved by communication dated 08.01.2019 issued by

respondent no.2 as well as communication dated 09.01.2019 issued

by respondent no.3 whereby they were prevented from attending the

meeting of the District Planning Committee for a period of four

months.

3. Challenge made to such communications is on the

grounds that those were issued on extraneous consideration as well as

without affording any opportunity of hearing to the petitioners.

4. This Court by order dated 16.01.2019 had allowed the

petitioners to participate in the meeting of the District Planning

Committee scheduled on 16.01.2019.

5. Learned counsel for the petitioners submit that since the

period of four months has elapsed, the writ petitions have become

infructuous.  However, they contend that impugned communications

should not be a ground to debar the petitioners from attending future

meetings of District Planning Committee.
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6. Since apparently the period of four months has elapsed

that would render the writ petitions infructuous as there is no live

issue left for adjudication.

7. Without expressing any opinion on merit, we close all the

three writ petitions as infructuous.

 (M. G. SEWLIKAR, J.)       (UJJAL BHUYAN, J.)

Sameer


