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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
NAGPUR BENCH : NAGPUR

WRIT PETITION NO.4877/2023
Smt. Vijayatai w/o Sanjiv Dorlikar and Ors. .Vs. Sau. Rekha w/o Vijaykumar

Gedam and Others. 

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,                          Court's or Judge's orders
appearances, Court's orders of directions
and Registrar's orders
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Mr. A. Sambre, Advocate for respondent No.1, 3, 6 to 8.
Ms V. Umale, Advocate for respondent Nos. 10, 12 and 14.

CORAM  : ANIL L. PANSARE, J.
DATE      : NOVEMBER 13, 2024

On 08.10.2024, following order was passed.

“On 19.09.2024, following order was passed.

 The learned Counsel for the applicants is not
pressing for orders.
2] The application is disposed of as not pressed
for orders.
WRIT PETITION NO. 4877/2023
3]  The  learned  Counsel  for  the  petitioners
seeks  permission to  take  fresh steps  to  serve
the unserved respondents. 
4]  Permission  is  granted.  Effective  steps  be
taken within  seven working days  from today
failing which the petitioners shall pay costs of
Rs.5,000/- to respondent no.1. 
5]  In  addition to  usual  mode  of  service,  the
petitioners are permitted to serve the un-served
respondents  through  the  Counsel  appearing
before  the  trial  Court.  Affidavit  of  service be
filed accordingly. 
6]  List  in  the  week  commencing  from
7/10/2024. 
7] Interim relief to continue till next date.”

Registry’s remark indicates that the petitioners have

not taken effective steps as directed nor have they paid

costs of Rs.5,000/- to respondent No.1. 
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Mr.  A.  Dharaskar,  counsel  for  the  petitioner,

appeared  through  video  conferencing  but  is  not

audible. Nonetheless, the fact remains that order is not

complied. Having not complied the order, the petition

stands dismissed as against the unserved respondents.

List in the week commencing from 11.11.2024.”

None appears for the petitioners today.  It appears from

the record that respondent No. 11 has expired.  The petitioners

were directed to take appropriate steps within one week vide

order dated 20.08.2024.  Steps have been not taken till today.

It  appears  that  the  petitioner  is  not  interested  in

prosecuting the petition.  The petition is accordingly dismissed

as not prosecuted. 

(Anil L. Pansare, J.)

Kahale


