
                                                                     IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

                                           BENCH AT AURANGABAD 

903 CONT. PETITION NO. 524 OF 2015

IN WP/5573/2014

DR. NANASAHEB SHANKARRAO GAIKWAD AND OTHERS

VERSUS

SANJAY CHAHANDE AND OTHERS

...

Advocate for Petitioners : Mr.  Jadhav Sunil B. 

Mrs. AV Gondhalekar, AGP for Respondents: 1 to 4;

Mr. Sharma Alok M., Adv. For R/5;

Mr. HV Kakade, Adv. for Resp.No.6.

Mr. Wakade Ramesh I. For R/7.

...

CORAM : R. M. BORDE & P.R. BORA, JJ.

Dated: March 22, 2016

...

PER COURT :-

1) Heard.   It  would  be  open  for  the  contempt 

petitioner  to  challenge  the  decision  rendered  by  the 

respondents  by  adopting  appropriate  remedy.   Since  the 

respondents have decided the application in accordance with 

the directives issued by this Court and granted the benefits 

in favour of two of the petitioners and rejected the benefits 

to one of the employees, prima facie, we do not feel that the 

decision of rejection of the claim is intentional act on the 

part of the respondents.

2) Keeping the option of the petitioners to avail of 

the appropriate remedy available in law in respect of the 

order  passed  by  the  respondents/authorities  relating  to 

entitlement  of  the  petitioners/applicants  to  claim  the 

monetary benefits open, the contempt petition stands disposed 

of.

3) Notice issued earlier stands discharged.

( P.R. BORA, J. )                        ( R. M. BORDE, J. )

…
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