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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD

39 CRIMINAL WRIT PETITION NO. 1541 OF 2024

Chandrakant Bhavani Shinde
VERSUS

The State Of Maharashtra And Others

......
Ms. Supriya Budhalkar, Advocate h/f Mr. N.N. Bhagwat, Advocate for
Petitioner
Mr. A.W. Wange, APP for Respondents No.1 to 3

......

CORAM : SMT. VIBHA KANKANWADI AND
HITEN S. VENEGAVKAR, JJ.

  DATE :  16 SEPTEMBER, 2025

PER COURT :-

1. In view of our order dated 10.01.2025, an affidavit has been filed

by  Mr.  Rakesh  Narendra  Ola,  the  then  Superintendent  of  Police,

Ahmednagar, wherein it was stated that although there was an order

under Section 156(3) of the Cr.P.C. directing registration of an offence

and investigation, the offence was not registered, but  now  offence has

been registered vide C.R. No. 18 of 2025 at Kopargaon (Rural) Police

Station  on  22.01.2025,  for  offences  punishable  under  Sections  417,

420, 465, 471 and  Section 34 of IPC. It is further stated that the costs

amount has been paid by him personally, from his own pocket.

2. It would not be out of place to mention here that the petitioner

had filed R.T.C. No. 120 of 2012, i.e. a private complaint before the
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learned J.F.C.M.,  Kopargaon. By order dated 16.04.2012, the learned

Magistrate directed investigation under Section 156(3) of the Cr.P.C.

It further appears that on 02.08.2016, the same Magistrate disposed of

the said case in view of the earlier order, whereby registration of FIR

and investigation under Section 156(3) of the Cr.P.C. had already been

directed. However, it appears that the said order dated 16.04.2012 was

not implemented by the concerned Police Officer/Police Station,  and

therefore, this Court passed a detailed order on 10.01.2025.

3. In view of  the  fact  that  the  FIR has  now been registered and

investigation is to be carried out, the purpose of the present petition

stands served. Accordingly, the writ petition is disposed of.

 [ HITEN S. VENEGAVKAR ]                 [ SMT. VIBHA KANKANWADI ]
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