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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
NAGPUR BENCH, NAGPUR.

CONTEMPT PETITION NO. 347 OF 2016

IN

WRIT PETITION  NO.  1593  OF  2014 (D)

Kailas Deorao Kadam and others
-vs-

Shri G. Shrikant, Collector, Akola
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Office notes, Office Memoranda of
Coram, appearances, Court's orders Court's or Judge's Orders.
or directions and Registrar's orders.

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Mr. S.G.Joshi, counsel for the petitioners. 
Mr.A.S.Fulzele, Addl. G.P. for the respondent.

CORAM  : SMT. VASANTI    A     NAIK  &

 MRS.  SWAPNA  JOSHI,  JJ.

DATE     : 16.12.2016.

By  this  contempt  petition,  the  petitioners  seek  action

against the respondent for willful disobedience of the direction in the

judgment dated 26/11/2015 in Writ Petition No.1593 of 2014. 

According  to  the  petitioners,  though  by  the  judgment

dated 26/11/2015,  this  court  had directed the  respondent  to  grant

deemed date  of  promotion  to  the  petitioners  on  the  post  of  Circle

Inspector from the date of passing of the examination, the respondent

has not granted the deemed date of promotion to the petitioners from

the date of passing of the examination. 

Shri Fulzele, the learned Additional Government Pleader

for  the  respondent,  states  that  this  Court  had  not  directed  the

respondent to grant deemed date of promotion to the petitioners from

the date of passing of the examination the respondent was directed to

grant promotion to the petitioners as Circle Inspector from a deemed

date, prior to that of the petitioners in that case.

We  do  not  find  any  direction,  as  rightly  submitted  on

behalf of the respondent, in our judgment dated 26/11/2015 to grant

deemed date of promotion to the petitioners (respondent Nos.4 to 9 in

the writ petition) from the date of passing of the examination as we
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had directed the respondent to grant deemed date of promotion from

the date prior to the date on which the petitioners in that petition were

promoted.  Therefore, there is no disobedience of the direction in the

judgment dated 26/11/2015. 

Hence, we dispose of the contempt petition with no order

as to costs.    

     JUDGE         JUDGE

KHUNTE


