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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD

910 CONT. PETITION NO. 194 OF 2017 IN WP/7017/2016

SHEETAL RAMKRUSHNA ABHYANKAR
VERSUS
THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND OTHERS

Advocate for Petitioner : Mr. Thombre Chandrakant V.
AGP for Respondents/State : Mr. S.W. Munde
Advocate for Respondents : Mr. B.A. Shinde for R3 & Mr. A.V. Rakh forR/4

CORAM: S.V. GANGAPURWALA &
MANGESH S. PATIL, J1J.
DATE : 20.09.2017

P The learned counsel for the respondents submit that in fact
the order dated 20.10.2016 pursuant to which the contempt petition is
filed is not an order which could be executed, in fact the prayer in the
writ petition no. 7017 of 2016 was seeking direction against the
Management to submit the proposal of the petitioner for approval as a
Headmaster. This Court under order dated 14.10.2016 directed the
respondent no.3 therein i.e. the Education Officer to decide the proposal,

in fact proposal was never submitted by the institution.

2. As the proposal was never submitted by the institution, there
would be no occasion for the Education Officer to take decision on any
proposal. The petitioner ought to have taken appropriate steps. In view

of that, contempt petition stands disposed of. No costs.

[MANGESH S. PATIL, J.] [S.V. GANGAPURWALA, J1.]
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