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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

WRIT PETITION NO.3571 OF 2025

Ibrahim Khaja Qureshi ....Petitioner
Versus

The Assistant Commissioner
of Police and Ors. ....Respondents

Mr. Rahul B. Vijaymane for the Petitioner.
Mrs. Rutuja Ambekar, APP for the State.

CORAM : RAVINDRA V. GHUGE
&
GAUTAM A. ANKHAD, JJ.

DATE : 30" JULY, 2025
PC. :-

1. The Petitioner is said to be a businessman and is a
former Corporator with the Solapur Municipal Corporation. He has
put forth prayer clauses (a) to (e), which read as under :

(a) This Hon'ble Court may be please to direct the
Respondent no.l to decide the Application dated
23/6/2025 (Exhibit-c) filed in Externment
application No.1499/2025 pending before the Ld
Assistant  Police  Commissioner Division-1,
Solapur;

(b) Pending the Hearing and final disposal of the
Petition the Externment application No.1499/2025
pending before the Ld Assistant Police
Commuissioner Division-1,Solapur may be stayed;

(c) Interim and ad-interim relief in terms of prayer
clause (b);
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(d) That this Hon'ble Court may please to quash
and set aside the notice dated 30/6/2025 issued by

the Ld Assistant Police Commissioner Division-2

Solapur City;

(e) Pending and final Pending the Hearing and

final disposal of the Petition the Externment

notice No.1830/2025 issued by the Ld Assistant

Police Commissioner Division-2, Solapur may be

stayed.
2. Yesterday, when this matter was heard and adjourned to
today, the learned Advocate for the Petitioner, through his oral
submissions, convinced us that the Petitioner’s Application dated
23 June 2025, in Externment Application No.1499 of 2025
(Exhibit ‘C’), is pending before the Assistant Police Commissioner,
Division — 1, Solapur, and he is not deciding it. We were inclined to
allow this Petition and were considering imposing costs on the State

for its failure to decide the said application. The learned APP

requested an overnight passover to take instructions.

3. Today, the learned APP points out the Application
(Exhibit ‘C’) at page no. 42, which indicates the following prayers

of the Petitioner :

(R) &% THeHHI GRS ST Fegad 37ofd
Tl 7 3. pIci Freifae wimel & el waeurd

T YT Jicdler GrE-g1eTr JiT 319t TRT T qrordt

TR g GRTET QUATE] Gefl A =Ierd 3 orevid
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318 3T THE=aIer JiT &id =T §BTIGT

grad &g arleT.

(3) G99, FTAIeT TrHAETET 8 ST 396t T8
QRIGT 310 G Seicaqrd Hurd el QuanT
Trdl T H98 defler 3T AT Je BiTaR]

JIfAPT TRIT HoT 371<9T [Beeldd 3Tad. FIpId]

31Tt 1 gie=arar drciae GrTr srveia 3ire,

(s) @ 5. Flefy 77 A= &, T BRI
fAarR &7 TrEAareT I 3he RrE], Tl
3T IeTeaurg  HUgIRNIaT QST EqTaTET
I IRgad  H@NU i qleIrd

pIeTIgefiaeIar Teifiia 3GUTaT 31S9T BTaT,

4. The learned APP then points out, from the left margin
of Application (Exhibit ‘C’), that the concerned Officer had passed
an order on the same day, i.e., 23" June 2025, refusing to stay the
proceedings, but granting the Petitioner time to lead oral and

documentary evidence.

5. We find that, had we dictated an order yesterday based
on the submissions of the learned Advocate for the Petitioner, we
would have ended up directing the concerned Officer, Respondent
No.1. Though this Petition was filed on 1* July, 2025, the fact that
the Application (Exhibit ‘C’) had already been dealt with by

Respondent No.1 and an order was passed, is completely suppressed

Gauri Gaekwad 3of 6



904.WP-3571-2025.0dt

in the memo of the Petition. So also, the time of the Court has been
wasted, when we could have utilised the said time for hearing and

deciding several matters on the daily board.

6. The above factors squarely attract the principles laid
down by the Hon’ble Supreme Court in Bhaskar Laxman Jadhav
and Ors. v/s. Karamveer Kakasaheb Wagh Education Society and
Ors.” and Kishore Samrite v/s. State of Uttar Pradesh and Ors.” 1t is
a crystallized position in law that if a litigant misleads the Court or
suppresses material facts from the Court for the purpose of taking a

favourable order, this Court must deal with such a situation with an

iron hand.
7. In view of the above, this Petition is dismissed.
8. Considering that the Petitioner is a businessman and is

a former Corporator, we are imposing cost of Rs.1 lakh to be
deposited by the Petitioner in this Court within 30 days from today,
failing which, we direct the District Collector, Solapur, to recover

the said amount as arrears of land revenue from the Petitioner, by

1 2013 (11) SCC 531
2 2013 (2) SCC 398
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following the due procedure laid down in the Maharashtra Land

Revenue Code.

9. The aforesaid amount shall be utilized for a public
cause and we direct the Registry to disburse the said amount in
equal proportions (Rs.25,000/- each), to the following four
establishments :

1. Children Aid Society, Mumbai

Account No.02370100005612
Bank Name :UCO BANK
Branch — Matunga

IFSC : UCBA0000237

2. In Defense of Animals

Account No.04060100019102

Bank Name :Bank of Baroda

Branch — Chandavarkar Road Branch, Matunga
IFSC : BARBOCHANDA (‘0’ is a digit not alphabet)
MICR No.: 400012046

3. The High Court Employees Medical Welfare Fund at

Mumbai

Account No. : 000120110001337
Bank . Bank of India
Branch : Mumbai Main
IFSC Code - BKID0000001
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4. National Association for the Blind
Account No : 3740000100008551
Bank : Punjab National Bank
Branch : Worli Seaface

IFSC Code : PUNB0374000

(GAUTAM A. ANKHAD, J.) (RAVINDRA V. GHUGE, J.)
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