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FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET No.
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

NAGPUR BENCH AT NAGPUR

CONTEMPT PETITION NO.109/2016  IN  WRIT PETITION NO. 816/2014 (D)
(VIJAY PANDHARINATH GRESPUNJE & OTHERS     VERSUS         UJWAL UKEY, SECRETARY, THE

STATE OF MAHARASHTRA, SOCIAL WELFARE DEPARTMENT, MUMBAI & OTHERS)
 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,                          Court's or Judge's orders

appearances, Court's orders of directions
and Registrar's orders
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

Shri P.S. Kshirsagar, counsel for the petitioners.
Shri S.J. Kadu, A.G.P. for the R-1 to 4.

CORAM  : SMT. VASANTI  A  NAIK AND

MRS. SWAPNA JOSHI, JJ. 

DATE      : NOVEMBER 15  , 2016.

By  this  contempt  petition,  the  petitioners  had

sought action against the respondents for willful disobedience

of the directions in the judgment dated 24.11.2014 in Writ

Petition No.816 of 2014.

According  to  the  petitioners,  the  contempt

petition  was  filed  as  the  respondents  had  deliberately  not

scrutinized the cases of the petitioners to consider whether

they  are  eligible  for  the  benefit  of  the  Assured  Career

Progression Scheme.  It is, however, fairly stated on behalf of

the petitioners that after the contempt petition was filed, the

respondents  have  complied  with  the  order  and  have

scrutinized the cases of the petitioners.

In view of the aforesaid, it would not be necessary

to proceed with the contempt petition any further.

We dispose of the contempt petition with no order

as to costs.
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