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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

WRIT PETITION NO.19382 OF 2024
WITH

INTERIM APPLICATION NO.1745 OF 2025
IN

WRIT PETITION NO.19382 OF 2024

Kunal Housewares Private Limited ....Petitioner
versus

State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents
_________

None for the Petitioner.

Ms.  Prachi  Tatke,  Special  Counsel a/w  Mr.  O.A.  Chandurkar,
Additional  GP  a/w  Ms.  G.R.  Raghuwanshi,  AGP for  Respondent
Nos.1 and 2/State.

Mr. Aniesh S. Jadhav a/w Mr. Rushikesh S. Kekane for Respondent
No.3.

__________
 

CORAM:  ALOK ARADHE, CJ. &
SANDEEP V. MARNE,  J.

DATE     :  24 JULY 2025.
P.C.:

1. None for the Petitioner. Heard the learned special counsel for

Respondent  Nos.1  and  2/State  and  the  learned  counsel  for

Respondent No.3.  

2. In this Petition, the Petitioner interalia seeks a direction to the

Commissioner, Commissionerate of Integrated Child Development

Service Scheme to provide copy of the fresh reports of samples and
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to provide correct  specification of  all  products  under the Tender.

The  Petitioner  has  also  sought  direction  that  it  be  permitted  to

submit respective samples and the Petitioner also seeks quash and

set aside the work order dated 9 January 2025 issued in favour of

the Respondent No.3.

3. Learned  counsel  for  Respondent  No.3  submits  that  in

pursuance  of  work order  dated  9  January  2025,  supply  of  smart

anganwadi kits has been made to all the Anganwadis and the work

awarded to it has been executed. It is also submitted that the part

payment  of  the  amount  due  to  Respondent  No.3  has  also  been

made.

4. Learned special counsel submits that the complete payment

has been made to Respondent No.3. 

5. In view of the aforesaid submissions and on account of efflux

of time, no effective relief can be granted to the Petitioner at this

point of time. Accordingly the Petition is dismissed.

6. In  view  of  dismissal  of  the  Writ  Petition,  nothing  would

survive in the Interim Application and the same is also disposed of.

(SANDEEP V. MARNE, J.)  (CHIEF JUSTICE)
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