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

NAGPUR BENCH AT NAGPUR

CONTEMPT PETITION NO.352/2016  IN  WRIT PETITION NO. 2945/2001 (D)
(PUSHPA CHAVILAL RAMTEKE   VERSUS      SHRI. RANJEET MESHRAM, PRESIDENT OF S.C.S. GIRLS

EDU. SOC. NAGPUR & ANOTHER)

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

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

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

Mrs. U.A. Patil, counsel for the petitioner.
Shri M.P. Lala, counsel for the respondents.

CORAM  : SMT. VASANTI  A   NAIK  AND

A.D. UPADHYE, JJ. 

DATE      : JUNE   14  ,   2017.

By  this  contempt  petition,  the  petitioner  has

sought action against the respondents for willful disobedience

of the judgment passed by this Court on 22.09.2015 in Writ

Petition No.2945 of 2001 as also the direction issued by the

Deputy Director of Education, dated 21.06.2016.

It appears that by our order dated 07.04.2016, we

had only directed the Deputy Director of Education, Nagpur

to decide the pension case of the petitioner and also as to

what  quantum  of  salary/back  wages  are  payable  to  the

petitioner.  In pursuance of our order, the Deputy director of

Education has decided the matter.  The order of the Deputy

Director of Education is challenged by the management in a

writ petition in this Court, that is pending.

We do not find that any direction issued by this

Court in the judgment dated 22.09.2015 is disobeyed.  By the

said decision, we had only directed the Deputy Director of

Education  to  decide  the  issue  pertaining  to  the  grant  of

pension, salary/back wages and the awarding of interest on
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delayed  payment  of  pensionery  benefits.   Our  order  stand

complied  with,  as  the  Deputy  Director  of  Education  has

decided the issues.  If the Deputy Director of Education has

passed an order in favour of the petitioner and if the same is

not complied with, the petitioner has other remedies.  In any

case,  since the respondent has challenged the order  of  the

Deputy Director of Education and since our judgment stands

fully  complied  with,  the  contempt  petition  cannot  be

entertained.

The  contempt  petition  is,  therefore,  dismissed

with no order as to costs.
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