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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

NAGPUR BENCH : NAGPUR

CONTEMPT PETITION NO. 68 OF 2014

IN

WRIT PETITION NO. 336 OF 2014(D)
(SAIYYAD HARUN SAIYYAD KARIM....VS.. VIKAS KHARGE, MSRTC & ANR.)

 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,                          Court's or Judge's orders
appearances, Court's orders of directions
and Registrar's orders
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

CORAM :  Z.A.HAQ, J.

DATED  :  MARCH 08, 2017.

Ms B.V.Reddy, advocate holding for Shri Vivek H. 

Kedar, advocate for the respondent No.2 has pointed out the 

affidavit  of  the  respondent  No.2  sworn  on  5th  February, 

2015, particularly paragraph 8 of it, which is as follows :

“8.  I  say  that  the  orders  passed  by  the  

Industrial Court and by this Hon'ble Court are  

fully complied by the respondent by giving all  

benefits, increments to the respondent.”

The  petitioner  has  neither  filed  any  counter 

affidavit  nor  there  is  any  appearance  on  behalf  of  the 

petitioner today.  There is no reason to disbelieve the solemn 

statement made by the respondent No.2.  

As the orders passed by the Industrial Court are 

complied with, as stated by the respondent No.2, there is no 

reason to prosecute the respondents under the Contempt of 

Courts Act, 1971. 

The notice of contempt is discharged.  
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The  contempt  petition  is  disposed.   In  the 

circumstances, the parties to bear their own costs.  

                 JUDGE                      

RRaut..


