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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

 BENCH AT AURANGABAD

CONTEMPT PETITION NO.599 OF 2017

IN

WRIT PETITION NO.10907 OF 2015 

Tabasaheb s/o Maruti Wagh,

Age: 60 years, Occ: Agri.,

R/o. Shiradhon, Tq. Ahmednagar,

Dist. Ahmednagar. ..PETITIONER

VERSUS

1. The State of Maharashtra,

2. Anil Kawade,

The Collector, Ahmednagar

District : Ahmednagar.

3. Snehal Bhosale,

The Special Land Acquisition

Officer, Ahmednagar,

Dist. Ahmednagar.

4. S.D. More,

The Executive Engineer, M.I.

Division, Dist. Ahmednagar. ..RESPONDENTS

Mr D.R. Jaybhar, Advocate for petitioner;

Smt G.L. Deshpande, A.G.P. for respondent Nos.1 to 

3;

Mr G.B. Rajale, Advocate for respondent No.4

  

     CORAM : PRASANNA B. VARALE 

         AND

      MANGESH S. PATIL,JJ. 

          

      DATE : 6th DECEMBER, 2018
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ORAL ORDER  :

The petitioner was before this Court with 

a grievance that the order of this Court is not 

complied with.  Notice was issued on 10th January, 

2018.  On  16th  October,  2018  the  matter  was 

adjourned at the request of respondent No.4.

2. Today,  learned  Counsel  appearing  for 

respondent No.4 tendered affidavit in reply at bar 

and  invited  our  attention  to the annexure  along 

with  the  affidavit  in  reply  and  submitted  that 

amount to the tune of Rs.4,50,173/- is disbursed by 

way of cheque dated 1st November, 2018 in favour of 

the petitioner. Our attention was also invited to 

the  copy  of  statement  placed  on  record  i.e.  an 

admission by the petitioner duly signed by him that 

the  petitioner  received  cheque  to  the  tune  of 

Rs.4,50,173/-  on  3rd  November,  2018.  Learned 

Counsel for the petitioner also fairly admits that 

there is compliance of the order of this Court. 

Though it was submitted by learned Counsel for the 

petitioner that there is delay in compliance but he 
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fairly admits that the amount is received by the 

petitioner, no further grievance survives.

3. In  view  of  above  referred  facts,  the 

contempt petition is disposed of accordingly.

( MANGESH S. PATIL )      (PRASANNA B. VARALE) 

     JUDGE         JUDGE

Tupe 


