PC. :

2.

the communication by respondent no.3 to Secretary and Deputy Chief Election
Officer, Maharashtra State, Mumbai and it cannot be considered as order.
When the communication cannot be considered as order at all, there is no
question of setting it aside. It also appears that the grievance of the petitioner
about his voting rights have become infructuous on the point that the

elections have already been held. There is nothing in the petition and it
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Heard. Learned AGP has raised strong objections.

After hearing it can be seen that the prayer clause-B states about

order dated 21.12.2018, however, the (Exhibit-F) dated 21.12.2018 is in fact

deserves to be dismissed. Accordingly, the writ petition is dismissed.

[Y.G. KHOBRAGADE, J.]
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[SMT. VIBHA KANKANWADI, J.]



