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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD

CONTEMPT PETITION NO. 63 OF 2018
IN FA/160/2011

NARHARRAO ALIAS NARHARI GOVINDRAO BHOOMKAR (DIED) THRLRS
SURESH AND ORS
VERSUS
DR. B. VENKATSWARULU VICE CHANCELLOR, MARATHWADA AGRICULTURAL
UNIVERSITY PARBHANI

Mr.Pradeep Deshmukh h/f. Mr. Yogesh P. Deshmukh, Advocate
for the petitioners.
Mr.M.N. Navandar, Advocate for respondent No.l.

CORAM : PRASANNA B. VARALE &
S.M.GAVHANE, JJ.
DATED : 11.06.2018
PoCo Hi
1. Heard learned Counsel Mr .Pradeep Deshmukh

appearing for the petitioners and learned Counsel Mr.

Navandar for respondent No.l1l.

2. Perusal of the order sheets shows that on
22.03.2018 this Court was pleased to issue notice to
respondent No.l only, considering the grievance raised by
the petitioner in the petition. The grievance of the
petitioner was willful disobedience of the order of this
Court dated 03.10.2017. Perusal of the order dated
03.10.2017 passed by the Division Bench shows that the
respondent was directed to deposit the balance 50% amount

in this Court within twelve weeks from the date of the
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order. On such deposit the applicant was permitted to
withdraw 50% of the additional amount without any
security, however, on furnishing an undertaking in favour
of the Registrar (Judicial). The Division Bench then
directed to deposit 50% balance additional amount. The
Division Bench also permitted the applicant to withdraw
50% amount on furnishing solvent surety/security to the
satisfaction of the Registrar (Judicial). It was
submitted that inspite of directions of this Court, the
amount is not deposited in this Court. As such, the
respondents committed willful disobedience of the order

of this Court.

3. Learned Counsel Mr. Navandar for respondent No.l
today placed on record a copy of receipt to submit that
as per directions of this Court, respondent No.l
deposited an amount of Rs.6,92,89,174/- (Rupees Six
Crores Ninety Two Lakhs Eighty Nine Thousand One Hundred
Seventy Four Only) on 29.05.2018. Learned Counsel Mr.
Navandar fairly submitted +that though there was
stipulation of period in the order, the amount could not
be deposited within the stipulated period and by way of
pursis, request was made to this Court to extend the
period. On submission of the pursis by order dated
27.04.2018, respondent No.l was permitted to deposit the

amount within the extended period.
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4. As the direction of this Court for depositing
the amount is duly complied with within the extended
period, the purpose of approaching this Court is served.
The order is duly complied with. Learned Counsel Mr.
Deshmukh for the petitioner also submits that the order

of this Court is complied within.
5. In view of the above referred facts, the

Contempt Petition is disposed of accordingly.

[S.M.GAVHANE, J.] [PRASANNA B. VARALE,J.]
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