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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

CRIMINAL WRIT PETITION NO.2540 OF 2025

Jyotirmayasinhji Upendrasinhji Jadeja .... Petitioner
versus
The State of Maharashtra & Anr. .... Respondents

* Mr. Aman Hingorani, Senior Advocate a/w Ms. Sushmitha
Sherigar a/w Krishna Barot Advocate for Petitioner.

* Ms. Sharmila S. Kaushik, APP for the State/Respondent.

* Mr. Vikramaditya Deshmukh a/w Ms. Priya Choubey, Advocate
for Respondent No.2.

CORAM : SARANG V. KOTWAL &
SHYAM C. CHANDAK, JJ.
DATE : 29™ SEPTEMBER, 2025

PC.:

1. Learned counsel for the Respondent No.2 pointed out
that another Division Bench had heard this matter and on

19/08/2025 the following order was passed :

2. “Arguments are concluded. Judgment/order is

reserved.”
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On 04/09/2025, the matter was listed again and the
Division Bench had observed that the arguments of the litigating
parties had concluded on 19/08/2025 after they tendered
written notes. The Division Bench further observed that the
matter was listed on 04/09/2025 since there were certain
queries that the Court had. Then in paragraph Nos.3 and 4 there
are certain directions for filing of the affidavit. In the last
paragraph it was directed that the Petition was to be listed on

29/09/2025.

The previous orders clearly stated that the judgment
was reserved. Therefore, we do not deem it proper to hear this
matter, as the propriety demands that the order dated
19/08/2025 passed by the other Division Bench and the order
dated 04/09/2025 seeking clarification on certain issues, will

have to be given effect to.

Therefore, the parties are at liberty to mention the
matter before the same Bench. We are informed that now both

the Hon’ble Judges are sitting in different Division Benches.



6.
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Therefore, the registry to take steps to seek clarity on the issue,

by taking steps in getting an administrative order.

The parties are at liberty to follow up with the registry.

(SHYAM C. CHANDAK, J.) (SARANG V. KOTWAL, J.)



