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JUDGEMENT
1. The present petition is filed by the petitioner
to chall enge the order passed by the respondent No.2 in

Appeal No. 44 of 1996.

2. The respondent No. 4 Laxmansi nh Dabhi was
prosecuted for the alleged commssion of the offences
puni shabl e under Sections 147, 148, 149, 323, 354, 504

and

506 (2) of the Indian Penal Code by registering



F.I1.R No.47 of 1996 against him On account of the
registration of the said offence against him he was
suspended from hol di ng the post of Sarpanch of Pathapur
Gram Panchayat. Therefore, he had fil ed Appeal No. 44 of
1996 and that appeal of himwas allowed by order passed
on 20-5-96 and hence the present petition is filed
agai nst the said order.

3.1t is an adnitted fact that respondent No.4 was

el ected as Sarpanch of Pathapur G am Panchayat and he was
suspended only on account of the registration of F.1.R 47
of 1996 against him The respondent No.4 had preferred
M scel | aneous Crimnal Application No.1524 of 1996 in
this Hi gh Court under Section 482 of the Code of Crimna
Procedure to quash the said registration of offence
against him The said application filed under Section
482 of the Code of Crininal Procedure has been all owed by
this court on 10-10-96 and the registration of the said
F.1.R No.47 of 1996 against the respondent No.4 has
been quashed. VWhen the registration of offence agai nst
t he respondent No.4 has been quashed by the court and
when there are no other grounds except registration of
of fence agai nst himfor passing the order of suspension
against him the present petition does not survive in
vi ew of quashing of the said registration of offence. I,
therefore, disnmiss this petition with no order as to
cost.
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