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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE OF BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD

CONTEMT PETITION NO.638 OF 2016
(Dnyaneshwar S/o Tukaram More Vs.Narayanrao Tukaram Patil and
others)
IN
WRIT PETITION NO.3861 OF 2016

Mr.P.G.Rodge, Advocate for the petitioner.
Mr.S.S.Manale, Advocate for respondent Nos. 1 and 2.

( CORAM : RAVINDRA V. GHUGE, J.)
DATE :26/10/2016

PER COURT :

1. Mr.Manale, learned Advocate appears on behalf of respondent
Nos. 1 and 2. Mr.Rodge, learned Advocate for the petitioner submits
that after this petition was filed on 03/09/2016, the order at issue
has been complied with by respondent Nos. 1 and 2 and the proposal
of the petitioner has been forwarded to the Education Officer on
13/10/2016 for decision in the light of paragraph No.16 of the order

of this Court dated 05/04/2016.

2. Considering the statement of the learned Advocate for the
petitioner, this contempt petition does not survive. The notice issued
under the Contempt of Courts Act stands purged as against

respondent Nos. 1 and 2 and this petition stands disposed of.
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3. Since the proposal has been forwarded to the Education Officer
on 13/10/2016 after the filing of this petition, I am not dealing with

the said issue in this petition.

( RAVINDRA V. GHUGE, J.)
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