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IN THE  COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

NAGPUR BENCH, NAGPUR

CONTEMPT PETITION NO.139/2015 

IN
WRIT PETITION NO.    6154/2013 

(Smt.Minakshi   w/o Mahendra  Pihulkar & another  vs.   Shri Dilip  Shankarrao Ghugal and 

others )

................................................................................................................................................

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of
Coram, appearances, Court's orders                                                  Court's or Judge's order 
of directions and Registrar's orders
................................................................................................................................................

Shri  M.A.Sable,    Advocate for  the petitioners 
Shri  A.D.Mohgaonakr, Advocate for the  Respondent nos. 1 and 2

CORAM :   SMT. VASANTI A. NAIK &

                  A.I.S. CHEEMA, JJ.

DATED   :   12th  October, 2015.

Heard.

By this  Contempt  Petition,  the   petitioners 

seek  action  against  the  respondents  for  wilful 

disobedience  of  the  judgment,   dated  19.3.2014, 

in Writ Petition No.6154/2013.

It is  stated on behalf  of the petitioners that 

despite   the specific  directions of this Court, the 

respondents have not considered the claim of the 

petitioner for employment  within the  stipulated 

time.

Shri  A.D. Mohgaonkar,  the learned counsel 
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for  the   respondent  nos.1  and   2  states  on 

instructions,  that  the  claim  of  the  petitioner  is 

considered and the petitioner has been selected. It 

is stated that the petitioner is  directed to produce 

the  non-creamy  layer  certificate  and  if  the 

petitioner  produces  the  same,  the  respondents 

would consider appointing the petitioner.

Shri M.A. Sable, the learned counsel for the 

petitioners   states that  the petitioner has applied 

for  the  non-creamy  layer   certificate   and  she 

would  tender  the  same  to  the   respondents,  as 

early  as possible.

By accepting the  statements made on behalf 

of the parties,  which would be  binding on them, 

we dispose of the Contempt Petition,  with no order 

as to costs.

JUDGE JUDGE 

sahare


